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| AnFExercirtation 


£ MOMENTOUS QUESTION 
IN © 
þ _ Divinity, and Cafe of Conſcience : 


| VET. 2 
( IPhether it be lawfull for any Perſon to AG contrary to the A 
8 Opinion of his own Conſcience, formed from Areu- 


ments that to him appear very Probable, though not 
Neceſlary or Demonſtrative. 


oy fe Tag 


| | WHERE 

I The 0pinons of the Papiſts, Vaſquez, Sanches, Azo- 
q 2ius, &c. are ſhewed, as alſo the Opinions of ſome 
b Proteſtants, viz. Mr. Hooker, BY Sanderſon, Dr. Fulwoog,&c, 


and comparcd with the Opinions of others; The Negative 

Part of the Queſtion Maintained ; the Vnreaſonableneſs of 

| the Popiſh Openions, and ſome Proteſtants, for Blind Obedi+ 
ence, detected ; -and many other things diſcourſed, 


i) 


; , a - _ ——— 
| By a Proteſtant. 
_— 
j Cum ergo Opinionem aliquam, non cb aſſenſum aliorum, ſed ob Cauſas Probax 
biles, pro vera habes, obligatus es in Conſcientia ne contra eam agas, licet 
Supertores aliud a te exigant,donec rationes veriores audias z Oc. Baldvis 4 
nus in Caf. Cool. I. 1. cap. 9, | "I 
Py Nuicquid fit contre Conſctentiam, peccatum eſt : Sive Conſcientia fit Errans, 3} 
| IN ſrve Opinans, (ive ref informata. Alſted. in Theol, Caſe £.2. tt. 2. 
@ | Nunquam licet conty a propriam Opinionem, vel certam vel probabilem agere, 
| propter aliorum Autboritatem. Ames in Cal. 1. 1. cap. $. 


—— 


3 CY LONDON, 
E Printed in the Year, 167 5. 
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Chriſtian and Proteſtant READER. - 


Reader, 


| Hou canſt not but think we have been 2 
little ſenſible of the many Attacques, have 
been made upon our Repxtatior 1n the ſight 


of the World, repreſenting us as perſons hardened 


with Prejudice, blinded with Paſſion, biaſſed by ſome 
falſe, yet plauſible Principles which we muſt not recant, 
Men who have nothing to fay for our ſelves, fa&i-: 
ous, ſeditions, ungovernable, fit for Gallies, &c, In- 
ſomuch as a late Author tells his Lord, That all the- 
Saying and Writing in the” World concerning us, 
will be #9 no purpoſe; (nor indeed will it, if 1t be 
no more zervoys than any thing we ſee in his Book,) 
for as to his two Caſes, he firſt ſuppoſerh,- That we 
judge the things required of us lawfull, ( is not this 
Noble diſputing, 'to Begg the 2xeſtion 2 ) we would 
fain have htm name us one! Noz-com. of that mind: 
But it was not enough for him to begg it once, but 
m his Caſe of Scandal, he beggs again; That thoſe 
who urge Scandal as an Argument,underſtand by it, 
only Grieving or diſpleaſing ſome. Moſt ridiculous # 
Can he ſhew us any —_— that ever ſaid; That 
ry 2 14 


",""8y , , "EP . 
I . 1 
w fg or Rr Ir er 
y .. 


"5 Be. 3 
dE; > ASS. 
bo v. ry AS 7 We 
_ - 


""$ad 


F W Ly = ” , 4 _— 
? . 4 if «s x q "7 by -w Xx - mY dh P " p "_ 
. _-— 7 6% ho pr 3 pn RAS , J 
£F Y vw "W-- C 
- - L Li - ” 
I cart, aa ot - « od SL Yd a __ On Pen ml "yy p a, he 4 
Y _— - 4 ag | « k . y 
. _ * 
n 
+ ' 
— < 


SEAL Le te 
- 3-4 FW; 


z "WS oo 


""N 2 & : < 
Py”. Tan. 3 27 "OY 
C6 Be hn het” 


pee > I-56 IN” 4624 $5.49 


« pl RE > x , OP FO a <p; ® "Rn a & Io £5 
2 OY £ a Pots 3 p s- 4, Vo I IE 25S ODT Dn 
-t ; Fog To =" yet > »” os > Neetn PISS 3 hb 


ed he judged the thing Lawfull, but becauſe. ſome 
People would be gricved or angred, therefore he would 


ret .Conform. Ad Populum phalcras.. It is true, the 
' Argument from Scandal is ſometimes uſed, but al- 


wayes in that-Sence wherein himſelf judgeth it 
good ; That is, becauſe by our doing of it, Frafas 
any of us do think ſome thing lawfull, yet ſhould we 
doe it, we ſhould be occaſion of ſin to others, probably 
inducing them to doe it, who judge it unlawſull. But 
the truth is, take the Argument 1n this ſence, it is 
not valuable, not one of us of a thouſand thinks 
the things required, Lawfull; for thoſe that do fo, 
we ſhould adviſe them, to contemn the Scandal, 
becauſe of the Superiours Command. In his Second 
Caſe he quits himſelf as well, for he beggs again the 
Fueſtiop : That the ſufſering Nonconformifts would 
grant him, that they do not judge they ſuffer in the 
Exerciſe of True Religion; that is ſurely, that they 
may not preſumptuonſly ſin againſt God, Indeed here 
he endeavours to prove it by a ſeries of Propoſitions, 
but there he pitifully beggs both his 5 Concluſion, 
and his 6; upon which two all the reſt hang. 
For though it be granted, that it belongs to the 
Magiſtrate, to determine Circumſtances in the Wor- 
fhip of God, 3. e. Circumſtances of Action, quatenus 
an humane -aFion, whether neceſſary to it, as Time 
and Place; or convenient tor it, and decent, 7. e, ma- 
nifeſtly. ſo,” from the Light of Nature, and the #i- 
verſal Guiſe and Cuſtom. of the place :, Yet the Nox- 
conformiſts-never yielded any Power under Heaven, 
a Right to appoint Ceremories, i. e. Circumſtances 
appropriated to the Action as Religioxs 3 theſe they 
ſay, (contrary to his third Concluſton,) are deter- 
mined in. Scripture, or it not, wy be left to TIM 

con- 
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contr to his bovis pores n.) ). Thus To 
Ga es ' fairly w PL hn.) with. ha rb 
Tikea Bedlam, and; ails like ; ak out of Billings: 
gate, Jnſkead of at in f  TSTOR comes out. like 4 
w of Warr, buf will not fight, unleſs we will firſt 
y down our -Arms, grant, him the things are law- 
rol and thett he will | erqw over. ns at an,inſuſferable 
rate. Tis time to, put an oflj0 theſe. things 3 we 
have no fit, To revoke this. whole 
Controverſie toan Original Queſtion ; ; 
Whether it be Lawfull to at . ain an Opining 
© . ConſcienceF ._ 

Four Brethren will agree with us inthe Negative, 
we will *joyn Iſſue with.theny there, whether we 
have not probable Arguments to induce ws, to conclude 
the things required of us, unlawfull.; or at leaſtto ſup- 
ply what in this point is defetive. For, wethink 


| we need ask our liberty forno longer time than, till 


Cotton, Ames, Gilleſpy, Calderwood, Brad ſhaw, .and 
forty' more be' anſwered. © If theſe Eager Gentle- 


. men, be Men, and Scholars, let them come forth b, 


leave railing, : and miſrepreſentin our Opinions, an 
tak them as we ſtate Rem: , anſwer widly., It 
not; Silence-wouild tetid' more t6 their reputation 
amongſt all intelligent perſons, than ſuch impertt- 
hent Scriblings. 
© We have been more willing to.ſpeak.to this Que: 
lice; ' becauſe it is the vey. Foundation of P.Operfa 
({o much feared 1 
That it is lawfull for men to a& contrary to the 
Opinions of their own Conſciences, if other DoFors 
porn it lawfull and neceſſary, if Superiours com- 
jofl : vt 
"Police but people of the Brutiſhneſs of this Opi- 
_nion, 
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"ion, and you have done more to barre out Papery; 
than” confuting twenty of their particular Opint- 


F 


ons, which are but Superſtru&ures vpoR tl Foun- 


dation. Tis obliging men to Believe 45 the Church 
4.-lieves, and to doe all they are commanded by Eccle- 
fraſtical Superiours, without diſputing with, or heark- 
ming to their own Judgements, that muſt bring Po- 
ery into any Nation, ſo full of Knowledge as Eng- 
Lind is, fever it comes on. Other things indeed 
may bring Perſecution, but not Popery3 and that 
Perſecution will not be of many dayes. Seeing there- 
fore the Author of the Caſes of Scandal and Per(e- 
cution thought 1t worthy of hin, to lay aſide his 


thoughts of writing againſt the Papiſts,; as he tells 
us, p. 3- of his IntrodudGion, to ſpeak againſt Noz- 
conformiſts, (and that when he had no more to ſay 
than that Book hath,) and that upon the advice of 
ſo grave a'Perſon as B* Sanderſon, (whom we reve- 
rence, as better underſtanding bis Learning, and 
candid ſtating Queſtions, and judicious big to- 
them. ) We hope WE ſhall .be excuſed 1n our Ad- 
yenture to ipeak tO a Reſtor which while it offers 
fometbing in our own defens doth manifeſtly ſtrike 
at the very root and Foundation of the. Popiſh Reli- 
gion, Which almoſt wholly owes it {elf to Blind Obe- 
dience, Reader, WE ſhall not complement thee 2 
Read, acquit or condemn us, 45 thou ſeeſt caule, 
upon weightng what we fay, and; judge what 18 
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againſt us, prefer #er#m mperinm & convitiae. 
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Whether it be lawful to act contrary 
to an Opining Conſcience © 


Ts CHA P 1. q 


The Queſtion [cons 7 gory The ternts | Conſejence, and 
. Fopining] opened -The Varioas conmplexions of Cons 

* ſcience; ariſing from the dierent rediumts by which 

Fight ſhines into. @ ſoul, abanit a Pra@ical Propoſition. 

The terms of . Faith, Science, Opinion, Donbting, 

_ Suſpition, Scruple, opened» The true notion. of a 

- Fixed Conſcience, an Opining: Conſcieitce,' ia donbt- 
#77. apart wort, rence; The Schoolwens* 

: mn + Ho preion. The aveſfion'fully ſtated. 
"The method propounded for handling it. © - | 
4 _ .'S E.C T. E SIT ET 


LY 


LY 


«Id\ BH ITT CUNT RAIL I AHI BURIED Bu LL 
e quaſtich is ſhottly uid/pleitty [this Whether” 
"Werwour ſinning ayainft Godl\i nan tan df9 contrary id 
AE. -' the diltate of bis own Conſcience," rh b bur Ofes" 
#9. BY Cotiſcience, not totrouble ou? Rewer With the vit- 
rites Notions; and) Avvbohywees of it; ogHich havelittere- 
lation to our intended diſcourſe: we mean, That Fudgement 
& matty by which he determineth concerning good or evil, as : 
relatet 


v'k A 
LEE 


> 


enlightened Reaſon, We think it well defcribed by the 
Schoolmen, Fudicium quo aliquid bonum eſſe vel malum judica- 
wwe. "Sanches: in Op;mor lit, vepirgare Reaſons no: 
ble faculty in man, by which he diſcourſeth Concluſtorrfrom 
Principles; and theſe either Connate' or Natural, Or acqui- : 
red from excrciſe, reading and comparing things, with things, 
Now the work of Reaſon is, when a prattical Propoſition is ex- 


hibited to 1t,to fitas a Judge upon it,ququifing eithetupo 

TA FLIDIR i Sa AE 15016 DAS6pIN 
hence it makerh up 4 Fudoemns whether the Propoſirioy be 
true or falſe, dot Me Eos Pakot ie cdl Ut 


dicium ſingulare : or Fudicium conſcientie pratticam, The 
Fudgment of Conſcience, or Conſcience it ſelf, 


Sect. 2. This Judgfnent$ gage Þp 2] gs Meainms, 
or arguments, which do rotin all caſes, thine with the like 


degree of light upon the ſoul : for as there 1s a difference in 
Propoſitions, ſome are True, ſome are falfe;; of thoſe which": 
are, ſome are neceſſarily.ſo.: Soas it is.impolliblethey ſhould 
be falſe. Some are coxr5ngently ſo, which are (rhe bur ies of: 
ſible they may be, or might- have been fal ©; as. noW 1 bat 
God is. good, is a Propofition neceſſarily"tike;” That Peter 
was good is true, but no miore than' contingently fo, for he 
was. bad : +So there: is likewife a great differerice in the. 


©-minds afſent,to*Propoſitions';: ſome:it agrees tdg.ifome it.de- 


nieth,." Of thoſe to which, it opecthankbcrg are: omecro 
which 1t agreet fem) ,and-fixedly,. withoy tne, aſt:doybt 
of them: Naw tþ ; "are either fach, 4 re Proton of 
faith, being thinps plainly revealed in'the word of' God: or, 
Matters evident to ſenſe. Thus every man will agree the 
fire ts bot, and that the Sun ſhizes at- noon day ; or elſe ſuch, 
which bave a certain cauſe of their truth, which we can ſee. 
The Aﬀent of 'the mind: tothe fitft is; calledvZFwah, - 
the winds afſent to. the.truth of a Propoſutiatty, upon. the aulp- 
rity of God revesling.it. The Aﬀent'of the mind-to the t 
latter is called Science,., Now there are, other Propoſitions, - 
for:which the! ſoulican ;have.rio ſuch Jl umeaythgahots dibi: 
SAR, NT ABUT nor om 2: 1153199 thhebnrnt1þzo 03 AR! 
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cern them by,. But either, ſome Humane Authority, or ſome 
probable Reaſon," The Afſent which the mind giveth upon 
cithcr of. theſe accounts is called Opimon, which is but the 
Fudgement of Conſcience, from probable Arguments, uſually 
called dialettick arguments, for there arc not many things 
capable of demonitration. ; 


$. 3. Hence the certainty of the Mind, as to the Truth, 
or Falihood of any propoſition, 1s, 1. Either Szpernataral,. 
from Divine Revelation ; or 2. Narura!, from tne Evidence 
of Senſe, or Demonſtration; or 3.. Moral, from: probable 
Authurity or Ar;uments, B.t now in regard of the differing 
Force of Arguments, and the variety of them, for, or a- 
S2in{t the ſame propoſition: This aſſent is capable of vari- 
ous degrees, and may variouſly be incumbred. A Chrittian 
may give ſome Credit to a propoſition, yet have ſome ſcr«- 
ples about it (which like little ſtones ;n the ſhooe, from whence 
the term is borrowed.) way trouble his Practice: Or may. 
have ſome doubts whether the thing be true or no: OrI may 
have an Opinioz, that is, verily judge the thing to. be. ſo, gr 
not io, 


S. 4. The Philoſopher tells-us, that in Moral things, a 
Moral certainty is enough to Act upon; and indeed it muſt 
be ſo, for as to molt things of particular praftice, we can 
neither be Naturally nor Supernaturally aſcertained, Not 
Naturally, becauſe we cannot ſee the certain Cauſes; Not 
Supernaturally, for it had been impoſſible that God's Word 
ſhould have ſet every individual Mana particular Rule for. 
every individual Action, In theſe Caſes therefore (as we 
ſaid ) a Moral certainty is ground enough for Action, which 
is, or may be conliftent with ſome Scruples or Fears. For 
Example, {uppoſe this the Queſtion. | 

© Whether a Man be fit 10' Receive the Supper of the 

Lord? | 

It may be he cannot fully fſatisfie himſelf, but he may have 
ſome fears, and jealouſies, and Scruples, of the —_ 

To B. | neſs. 
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neſs of which; he -can give himlelf-no 'very. good Account ; 
but yet he finds ſoimuch ground to conclude he is, that he is 
Morally certain, Inthis caſe he is bound not to omitit.' Sup: 
poſe one ſick of a Quinſie,* of Plenriſie, or ſome other Di- 
ſeafe, ufually Mortal without timely Bleeding, and applica- 
tio1of means: He 1s not Mathematically, or Demer ft; a- 
1:vely certain, that he ſhall dye, if he doth not uſe ſuch means, 
(his Natural itrength may O__ it) but he may be fora!- 
ly certain, and ſo Obliged to Act. Whether a Man may be 
ſaid to know, that of which he is onely orally certain, is a 
little YJeliration among Criticel Philoſophers. Ari/fotle tells 
us, that what falleth under Sc:exce, conſidered as an Habit 
of the Mind, muſt be ſomething demonitrable, but this is 
onely a {trife about words. | 


$. 5. Much in the preſent Debate,depending upon the term 
Op:ning, the fixing of the true Notion of an Oprnon, or at 
| leaſt, tucha one as we underſtand in the Queſtion is of great 
Conſequence, It is ſometimes uſed to ſignifie a ſuddez ard 
raſh aſſent of the Underſtanding to a propoſition, But in this 
ſence, we have nothing to do with it. 2. Jt zs taken for the 
aſſent of the Mind to one part of a propoſition as true, yet not 
without fear of being miſtaken, 3. But Thirdly ( in which 
fcnceweuſeit )) It is alſo taken to ſignifie the Souls aſſent to 
4 propoſition upon probable Arguments, That is ſach Argu- 
ments as do not demonſtrate the thing to the Soul, ſo as to 
put it out of all poſſibility of doubting, but make it appear 
very like to be true, Probabile ef quod quum certum non ſit 
mags tamen viderur efſe verum vel falſum, ſaith the Logician. 
Aquinas, in his Summs, Qs. 1. Art. 4. Deſcribes an Opi- 
nion according to the Second Notion, thus, 

1t #5 (faith he) the Att of the Underanding,inclining 
zo one part of ' 4 Contradifttion, not wh.'3ut a fear 
| 'of the Truth of the other part, 

Valentia (as he is quoted by Sanchez, Op. Aſor, 1. 1.c.g.) 
will allow no Man any longer to keep within the Latitude of 
an Opinzon,than while he perſwades Himſelf, that although he 
IPTH _ hath 
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. fo an Opining Chiſeiente. | 
hath probable Reaſons to judge this, or that Lawful, or un- 
lawful, yet they are not ſucty;' but (if he could hit on it) 


might be Anſwered by -himſetfy\-or ſome other :; But yet. net- 


KS 548 


' ther Sanchez, nor Vaſquez, nor Azorims will allow this 


ſtreightned Notion of an- Opinion, though we c:nnot ſee bow 
they will avoid it, till they put [cum formidine alterins |] out 
of their own Deſcriptions, for what thould he who openeth 
be sfraid of, but that hi: Arguments are Anſwerable ? So as 
in cffect they all agree, That a Man'perfwaded upon proba- 
ble Arguments, of the Lawfulneſs, or' Unlawtulnelſs of a 
th:ng, no longer Opineth, t1an he-feareth his own'Reaſons 
nay be Anſwered, But to us, Be zr ſo, or ſo, it :s alla caſe; 
we cull that an Opinion, which is The Afſenr of the Mind to 
a Propeſitivn upon Arguments, not Demonſtrably, but Proba- 
bly certain, And we have here 'the Advantage; for if we 
prove it not Lawful to act againit an Opining Conſcrence in 
th-irſ.nce, they will yield it mtfch more Untiwful to att a- 
Sainit an Opining Conſcience in this ſence, which with them 
is a fixed Conſcience, either in good or evil, And thatit is 
unlawful to act againit ſuch a Conſcience : Yaſqnez isfo con- 
fident, thathe Diſputeth againit Almainm, and Andreas de 
Caſta, who had' reſerved unto God a Liberty to diſpenſe 
with a Man acting again'it a fixed Conſcience,ſo a5 that a Man 

may do it without guilt ; and contends, That God hin ſelf can- 

zot diſpenſecwith it, becauſe it is an alting againſt the Law of 
Nature, Veſquez im 12, Diſp. 61. Cap. 2. 4 


8. 6. There-are [ beſides Opinion ] ſome other terms, 
Divines take Notice of : S#ſpitzon, which they make the 
Jealoufie of the Mind, or ſome light Inclination to one part, 
yet without ah Aﬀent, Aquinas makes it the Younger Daugh- 
ter of an Opinion, and calls it an Opinion with a very tzeher 
Evidence, Doubring is another, which they make the Pen- 
dulouſmeſs of the Mind, as to the Lawfulnefs or Unlawful- 
neſs of a thing after Debate. Now, from this variety of 
Propoſitions, and the variety of Mediums, through which 
a Light comes into our Minds, diſcovering. the-Truth, or 
Jo B 2 Falſhood. 
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Whether it be Lawful to a& Contrary . 
Falſhood of them, ahd the variety of our aſſent conſequent 
to ſuch. 17ediums, ariſe the various Notions of a fixed Conſci- 
enze.: , A: Doubting Conſciengr, An Opining Conſcience, 
A. Scrupulons Conſcience, Theſe are but the ſeveral 
Complexions of Conſcience, cauſed from the variety or de- 
gree of that Light in which it ſceth a Propoſition as true or 
falſe, 

 $. 7. If the Matter in Queſtion be of that Nature, that 
it thinks it can find a plain, and particular Evidence for it in 
Scripture, or can judge of it by the certain Evidence of ſence, 
or ſee itin the certain Cauſes, the Conſcience is fixed, either 
truly, or erroneouſly; and (as to this thing) beareth the 
Name of a fixed, Good, of Erroneous Conſcience, as it is, or 
is not deccived in its apprehenſion of the Medium. If the 
Matter of the Propoſition, or that part to which the Soul ad- 
hereth, be of that Nature, that the Soul cannot find a plain 
Revelation in Scripture, nor diſcern it by ſenſe, nor ſee it in 
the certain neceſſary Cauſes, but hath many probable Argu- 
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ments, rather for the one part than the other: Whether it 


thinks theſe Arguments Anſwerable or no, or thinks that poſl- 
fibly they may be Anſwerable, but as yet it can ſee no Anſwer 
to them which it judgeth ſufficient; this now is an Opining 
Conſcience. If the Mind be equally ballanced on both ſides 
with Arguments, that it hath as much to ſay why ſucha thing 
ſhould be Lawful, as why it ſhould be unlawful, or unlaw- 
ful, as Lawful; this is now a Doubring Conſcience, and rarely 
happeneth to a knowing and intelligent Soul. If the Soul be 
afraid, that this or that is noz Lawful,' or fancicth that ſuch a 
thing is Lawful, but hath none, or if any very light Reaſons 
for it, poſſibly ſuch or ſuch Men ſay ſo, or ſuch or ſuch Men 
do it, or doit not; this is a Suſpitioms, or Scrupulons Con- 
ſeience, 


F. 8. In ſhort, in Order to a Man's ſpotleſs walking. There 
are infinite Propoſitions to be weighed; God hath hung up a 
Beam, called Conſcience, in every individual Soul, in Order 
to the weighing of them; upon this Beam tis written, 1 The. 
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. #0 ow Opining Conſcience. Rs 
%.21, PROVE ALL THINGS, bold faſt that which 

i good, The Weights which God hath allowed us to weigh 
things by, are, Divine Revelation, Demonſtrations, Evi- 
dence of Sence, Topicks or more probable Logical Argu- 
ments, made up from Logical places, and Concluſions Be, 
med from the comparing of Rational and Spiritual things 
*tis Evident, with Rational or Spiritual things more Evident ; 
when any of theſe fully weigh down the Souls aflent, there's 
a Fixed Conſcience ; When they equally incline the Balance 
one way, oranother, there is a Doubting Conſcience, When 
they frongly incline the Soul more one way than another , 
ther's an Opening Conſcience, When they cauſe a very light 
inclination of the Soul to one part rather than to the other , 


there is a Suſpitions,or a Serupuloxs Conſcience, 
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$. 9. Now, what the Duty of Chriſtians is, under theſe 
various Complexions of Conſcience, isa point, which hath 
juſtly exerciſed valuable Divines of all perſwaſfions, for as 
weare capable by any of our Actions to incurr the wrath of 
God, ſo as to them generally, our Conſciences are Com- 
plextonated, one way or another; for if we Act, we either 
do a thing, being fixedly perſwaded, it is Lawful, or un- 
lawful, or doubting whether it be ſo, orſtrongly inclined to 
think it is ſo or ſo; or ſ«ſpeting, and being ſcrupulous.Con- 
cerning a Conſcience that is fixed in that which is eraly good, 
none ever doubted of the Lawfulnefs of Acting according to it; 
or unlawfulneſs to Act againit it : But concerning Conſcience 
in all the other Circumltances, there have many Queſtions 
been ſtarted, as to the Truth in which the World is very far 
from being Univerſally agreed, Whether a Man may Att 
againſt a Conſcience fixed in gr Error, is a Queſtion ſpoken 
to by moſt School-men and Caſuiſts, It is uſually ſaid, that 
ſuch a Conſcience doth Ligare non Obligare, It is not our 
buſineſs to diſpute, how well that diitinction ( Ordinarily 
Father'd upon Duranaw,) is worded: but we do not re- 
member ,' we ever met with any Deliberate Divine, that 
would affirm, That in caſe a Man were fully ( though falſly 
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whether it be Lawſul to a& Contrary 


he might Lawfuliy do it, Though indeed ( if the thing be a 
necetlacy Duty.) heſinneth in nordoing it. Faſquez faith, 
it is againſt the very Law of Nature, Sanchez ſaith, that 
although the Law of God be the primary Rule, yet every mans 
Conſcience ts the proximate Rule of his Altions, and therefore 
be cannot Att againſtit, Dr. Ames ſaith, That he who doth 
it Interpretativeiy, ſins. againſt God: For he mult necds do 
contrary to what he believeth to be the will of God. Fulia- 
£1145. tratt, 21, 21, Qu.c. 4, ſaith, That he which deth it,doth 
that which he th:uketh to be ſia : And, ſaith he, hoc ipſo amat 
peccatum, by this thing he theweth he loveth to ſin, and chu- 
ſerch ftw, But this is not our Queltign: We ſuppoſe a Man 
not to be jully and demonlitrabiy perſwaded, that this or that 
Action is unlawful, but oncly upon Arguments, which ſeem 
to him very probable, verily to believe it is unlawful, and 


Daery whether, while he ſo believeth he can do that thing.” 


And this Queſtion divideth it ſelf, according to the different 
Notion of an Opinion which we before hinted, viz. Whetber 
a Man thu perſwaded of the unlawfulneſs of an Attion, by 
Arguments indeed, net demonſtrative,” but ſuch as he judgeth 
very probable, and which he himſelf cannot Anſwer, ſo neuher 
aoth he think others can * may yet, becauſe his Principles are 
not Supernaturally, or Mathematically made certain to bim, 
alt avainFt the Opinion of his own Conſcience, in Obedience to 
the will of any Creature. 2. Whether a Man thus perſwaded 
of the unlawfulneſs of any thing, by Arguments not demonſtra- 
rive, -but probable (2s before ſaid) though as preſent he can 
neither himſelf anſwer them, nor ſee them anſwered by any 
other ; yet ſuſpeiting they may be anſwered, may while this 1s 
rhe Condition of his Conſcience, att againſt the preſent judg- 
nent of it, though it be incumbred with ſuch a Fealonſie or 
Suſpition. | 
Now, as to the firſt of theſe Queſtions, we find little or no- 
thing ſpoker. in the Affirmative, by any Popiſh Caſuiſts, or 
School-men. They generally making ſome fear of the contrary 
par of the Practical Propoſition,to which the Perſon _ 
an 
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perſwaaed) that this or that thing was unlawful to be done,yer- 
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to'an Opining Conſcience. 
and Jealouſic that this part of the propoſition is falſe, and hs 
Arguments Anſwerable, eſſential to an Opinion, conclude , 
that a Soul perſwaded, though but upon probable Arguments 
(if it hath no ſuch fear,ſuſpition,or Jealouſie, to have a fixed 
Conſcience, and though fixed in an Error, yet conclude it 
utterly unlawful for a Man to Act again(t it. But if there be 
in any Soul any fear, ſuſpition, or Jcalouſie, that its Argu- 
ments may be Anſwered, then they conclude the Soul but 
Opining, and do indeed d ſpute for a Lawfulneſs to Act a- 

ainſt it, though under ſeverai Cautions and l:itations, At 
thigrebound therefore we wil! take the Queſtion, - and tate it 
thus. 

Queſt. Whether, ſuppoſing a Ian or Woman not Demon- 
Frably perſwaded, that this or that Altion ts unlawful, 
but from arguments, which to him or her appear very pro- 
bable, verily believing ſo, yet not without ſome Fealouſie, 
Fear, or Suſpition that he may be miſtaken, and his ar- 
guments may be anſwered : may,whiles he thus believes, do 
that thing in Obedience to Men, which in this manner he 
judgeth ſinful and unlawful to be done. 


For the clearer handling of this momentous, and impor- 
tant Queſtion, wethall with all Candor Examine. 
I. What Divines of all ſorts, mpether Popiſh, or Proteſtant, 
have determined in the caſe, and upon what grounds? + 
2. We ſhall endeavour to defend the Negative part of the 
Queſtion, proving it wickedneſs for any to alt contrary to. the 
judgment of their own Conſciences, though that Fudgment be 
onely made up from intrinſick, probable arguments, 
3: We ſhall anſwer the Objections of thoſe, who have ſpoke 
any thing for the affirmative, with any colour of Reaſon. 
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Whether it be lawful to a& contrary 


CHA Þ.:1& 


The Opinions of Popiſh School-men, and Caſuiſts in the 
Caſe particularly of Vaſquez, Sanchez Medina, Fi- 
liucius, Azorius. Their Monſtrous Aſſertions, what 
they make neceſſary to make an Opinion probable. 
The -Opinion of one Dofor according to them ſufft- 
cient to warrant Men to AG contrary to their own 
Opinions. Their Opinions what a Man onght to-do, 
when Superionrs Command Tnferiours, what the In- 
feriours judge nulawful. The ſumme of their detefta- 
ble DoGrine. 


FER E will begin with the Popiſh Authors. Faſ- 

V quez tells us, that tne Queltion is not ,, Whe- 

ther a Man ought not to follow the Fudgment of his own Con- 

ſcience, or could att againſt it; but when it happeneth, that 
there are two oppoſite Opinions about a thing to be done: 

One ſaying, it is a ſin todgit; another ſaith, itis not: The 

difficulty is, ſaith he, how a Man ſhould carry, himſelf betwixt 

them, ſo as to form up a ſingular Fudgment of Conſcience, 

which without ſin he may Fmbrace. Vaſquez in 12, difp.72. 

cep.2. So then the Jeſuite ( it ſeemeth )doth yield the caſe, 
viz, That if once a Man hath formed a particular Judgment 
of Conſcience, that the thing is unlawful, though it be but 
from probable Arguments, he cannot do it, he” one!y pre- 
ſcribes ina variety of Opinions in the World, as to a ſingu- 
tar Matter, how Men ſhould well form that Judgment. But 
not to wrong him in the 4. cap. of that Difputation, z. 15. he 
ſeems to be of another mind, and afferteth. That a Man in 
ſome Caſes, may att contrary to his own Opinion, yea, that a 
Learned Man may Lawfully att contrary to his own Opinion, 
according to the Qpinion of others, though it be leſs ſafe, and 
leſs probable than his own, provided there be any Reaſon and 


probabi- 
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Reaſons he yet rejects. Further, to make the Opinion of 
another probable to.us, he requires,., oO 

. - 1; Thaz st he the,Opinion of many ; net one ſingle Dottor. 

- - 2. That 4t be commonly. Fudged tocontain no Error, 


Examined our Reaſons, 


EA ; 


1 To an Opmiing Conſcience. IF, 
probabilizy for the Opinion of thoſe others. ' Yet fill retaining 
bis Opinion, - 44 more probable, looking upon that Opinion of 
others; as probable by extrinſecal Arguments [that is tte 
Authority, Judgments, and Teſtimony- of others] though 
he judgeth his own Opinion more probable by intrinſick, Argu- 
ments. : | 

The Reaſons he gives for this, are theſe. 

I. Becauſe we may att according to any Opinion which ſeem- 
eth probable tows, We will anon Argue that Caſe, whether 
it be poſſible that any thing, from meer extrinſick Argu- 
ments can ſeem probable to a reaſonable Soul. The contrary 
to which at the ſame time ſcems probable from intrinſick Ar- 
guments : But we know how far the Dottrine of Probabil:- 
ties ſerves the woful Intereit of that Apoſtate' Synagog ut of 
Rome. X | 


---- Largo | | 
Proventu eſt, gnavum non deceptura colonum. | p 


2. Becauſe it ſeems incredible tobe true, that a Man may 
220t do what all the World judgeth Lawful, if be alone judgeth ut 
unlawful. All the World, we confeſs, is a large term, and 
puts the Caſe to the highelt pinch, but yet it ſeems not at all 
incredible, if that be true which the School-men Uaniverſally 
agree; That the particular Conſcience muſt be the proximate 
Rule of attion: For what ſhall it profit a Man, more to fol- 
low all the World, than to gain all rhe World, if be loſeth his 
own Soul ? A Man is certainly bound'ta.follow his own Rules, 
not anothers. _ Theſe are that Jeſuites belt Reaſons : He 
confeſſeth that in'this he followeth- Medina, ſome of whoſe 


3. That we know that thoſe Dottors. have conſidered, and 


s 


_ Theſe things, ſuppoſed, he thinks, that although in a Mat- 
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11 whether it be Lawful to A& Contrary 

ter of Practicf we have a more probable Opinion, and: that 
from Arguments fetch*d from the Nature 'of the thing,' and 
S$cripture'appearances, yeta Man may act contrary if others 
judge it is Lawful, yea, though he hath ſome fear, that chat 
Opinion of others is nottrue : In which Cafe, both Cajeran 
and Navarrus ( as he confeſſeth) differ from him : But he 
concludes it, ib. Cap. 5. 1.26. provided that this fear a- . 
mount .not toa doubt or heſitation ( we wonder how that i}, 
is poſſible to be avoyded J for in that Caſe, he avoweth it : 
not Lawful to ?Ct contrary to our own Opir.ton, in Compli- 

ence with others. This is the Doctrine of Vaſquez and Me- 

dina; and which Yaſquez ſaith is Common in the Schools. 


S. 2. Sanchez , Op. mor, lib. 1, cap. g.n. 13; States the 
Queſtion thus: Whether it be Lawful for any to alt atcord- 
ing to the Opinion of others which he judgeth probable, though , 
in reſpett of the danger of ſin "tus ſafe, againſt the Opinion of | 
his own Conſcience which he judgeth more probable,. and more wy 7 
ſafe. He confeſleth that ſome deny it, becauſe of thoſe two 
Ordinary Rules, | 

In aubits anime tuttor pars eft eligenda, and Tene certum & 3 
relinquee incerturn, 3. ce. In-doubtful Caſes we ought to take 
the more certain part, and to leave what is more uncertain, 
and to hold what is certain. Andagain, Becauſe a Man cannot 
alt againſt the diftate of his Conſcience. But Sanchez is himſelf 
of another mind, - as he there declareth, viz, That it is Law- 
ful for a Man to alt contrary'to the Opinion of his own Conſci- 
| ence, which he judgeth. ſafeſt, according- to the Opinion of 0- . 
| tbers which he judgeth leſs probably true, 'andleſs ſafe. Of 
b this mind beſides Vaſquez and Medina (before mentioned by 
us) he ſaith are Mercado, Velentia,Fulier, Suarez, Enriquez, 
Azerin,Bannes, Nauarrus, Arragon, Saton, Lopez, Ledeſ- 
ma, Sela, Sairw, and Leonardu. More than a full Jury, 
were they all good Men and true : Butlet us hear their ſtrong 
Reaſons. Sanchez gives us them thus. 

1. Becauſe he who thus alteth, atteth- according to Reaſon, 
and therefore his altion ts not to be charged withraſhneſs or im- 
prudence. | 2. Becauſe 


— 


to an Opining Conſcience: —_ 
2, Becauſe in this caſt, a man may have a Hora! certain- 


tY. | 41 
F 3. Becauſe 45 that is a probable: Opinion in matters of Speon- 
lations, whith a man may embrace without danger of | Error or 
deceit, Soin Moral things, that Opinions probable which a 
man may embrace without ſin. | 


| 4+ Becauſe it ts onely ſinful to alt doubreng. 


F$. 3. Butis it poſſible that a reaſonable Soul ihould un- 
deritand fo wild ratiocinations ? Suppoſe a Paps/t, or at leait, 
one who hath been ſo bred, upon the Queltion, 

Whether there be Idolatry is the Maſs or no! 

Seeth very probable intrinſecal Arguments to make him 
conclude, That the Maſs is Idolatrons, and that it is unlaw- 
ful for him togo to it any more. On the other fide, he find- 
eth many Doors of therr Church,poſitive, that it is not /da- 
latrous, and that he may be preſent at it (we will ſuppoſe 
that they urge it, not as neceſſary, but only pleadit Lawful. ) 
Here now the private Opinion, is both. more probable, and 
more ſafe. More probable it muſt be, becauſe it is a wax's 
own Opinion, and that forined from intrinfick Arguments ;-ſo 
that to him it muſt be more probable, ſore ſafe it muſt 
be, ſuppoſing it be onely atteſted by others, as Lawf#l. 'We 
would fain know now whether under thefe Circumſtances, 

this Man may Lawfully go to aſs againit the diFare of his 
"Cbnſtience, Yes {( ſay they) forthe Opinion of the 'Do- 
-tori'miakes the cofitradictory part of the Propoſition proba- 
*ble too, Poſlbly fomething'might be faid for this.if the'Pex- 
"fon had no intrinſect] Arguments 'to/incline him to the other 
art; But'is not this Non-ſence-to any Reaſonable Soul ? 
That it ſhoyld judge contradidions both probably true; the 
vhe front ohe Torr of, Arguments, th outepifrom another 
"fort." Vet this'is a Poſtthirimn '\begp'd in the: Gaſs, both by 
Jaſquezand Sanchez, and all their BrethrewgThut one and 
''thefſame thing, at the farneUne; *and'to thd fame Soul, bpon 
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14 Whether it be Lawfwl to 4G. Contrary 
or we-think any others but themſelves. But ſuppoſe this - 


C1 « 


were poſſible, as both Sanchez and Vaſquez plead. Yet it is 
not Lawful for-a Man to a&t according to the Opinion of ano- 
ther ( ſaithCajetan and Naverr )) if he be in any fear that 


others arein the wrong; and though both Yaſquez and San- 


chez, reject this, yet even they are fo kind, as to grant, 
that the Perſon cannot att inthis caſe, if he doth doubt. Now, 
we would fain know how a Man can poſhbly have intrinfick 
Arguments againit what is propounded to him for Practice, 
and notheſitare ac dubitare (which are their words) doubt at 
all, whether he may Lawfully act.Or how he can aCt with that 
AAoral certainty which Sangbez ſpeaks of, Cana Man (think 
we) be Morally certaigffgf that, againſt which he hath pro- 
bable intrinſecal Arguments, meerly becauſe others ſay the 
contrary. And this too, although what they ſay appear to 
the Perſon concerned both /eſs probable, and leſs ſafe, What 
ſtrange Apprehenſions have theſe Men, both of themſelves, 
and of God? 


FS. 4. Filiucius (ancther of the Popiſh Caſugflt); telleth 
us. Thatitis Lawful to follow the wore probable Oprnion,lea- 
ving that which is leſs probable, Qu. mor. tr, 21. c. 4. n. 126. 
Compare this with what we heard Yaſquez even now ſaying. 
That a man's own Opinion #s more probable (and ſo it mult be 
to him, or he would never hold it.) The Caſeby this Con- 
clufion ſeems to be granted; butin the very next Paragraph 
heagain concludeth, That it i alſo Lawful to follow the leſs 
probable Opinion, though it be leſs ſafe : and this he ſaith, is 
the:-Common Opinion of more Modern Caſ#ui/#s and School- 
men, and quotes for it Medina, Vaſquez, Bannes, and. Na- 
Parrus; his Reaſon is, : _ 


= 


+: 1 I. Becauſe whoſo doth ſo, atteth prodently, believing thoſe 


that; are 5killd in that Art, and ſu 


_ mitting to their 
loment. | 


FR He faith well, if we were ſpeaking of Actions, as to which 


there is no danger of immediate inning, and running the 


while 


- guilt of Damnation, but he begs the Queſtion ſhametully, 
SF | 


to an Opining Conſcience. T5 
while he averreth with Sanchez, That there is no danger of 
ſin in ſuch AtHons ; and one of his'Br&hren (with whom: 
he is very angty for it ) calleth this Opinicn'of his,;and San- 
chez, his ſeventeen Doct »rs Perni cioſe inſcuie prolapſionem ; 
a ſlip of perni.ious 1gnorance: And he uſed him kindly too, 

for. Prolapſio was coubtleſs' roo mi'da word; it was unque-- 
Rionably a wilful Error, bur ſuch a'ohe'as thoſe Learred: 
Men ſaw neceTary to' be maintained, or the DoQtine of Blind: 
Ubedence could not add =o 2500: q 1,07; SHTTOLRS 


S. 5. Azorics, Inſtitur. Ioral; lib. 2. cap. 26; | In this 
Caſe determines, T hat we may follow an Opinion that is leſs 
certainly ſafe, if it be more probable or tertain ; from. which 
we might conclude, rtrat in'regard the' Opinion of our own 
Conſciences is always to us'more probable'snl ecrtain;- than 
the Opinion of any other is, or\can' be, though there be a. 
poſſibility of our inning in following ovr own, and no-poſs 
ſibility in following of anothers, yet we may follow'tt;- -- 

2. He concludes, That if both Opimions-be- Equally: ſafe,, 


. we are not bold to prefer that which &'move-probable. (Yet 


he confeſſeth;" that 34%jor; Cordubs, and Aectirin think: 0- 
therwiſe). he thihks the prodability-of an-Opinion is enough: 
to guide our PraQtice, *andithat we are'not bound: to follow: 
that which is 'moſt probably trae; But beſides that; ſome 
of his own Brethren tell/him, and that truly, that Thar Opi- 
or which'is tHovgh tot dembbiiſtrarively,' yet moſt pe e-- 
bly true ) hathfeaſt danger of Yin-in it. © Whetherans Opi- 
nion can to”any be probably t?re by" extrinfick Arguments ,, 
which at the ſame: timewe judge from'intrinſick Argiments; 
grobably not true, a5 a Queſtion not! yet reſolved;.|- We-do. 
not at aff doybt,. but the-Fudgment and Tefiniggy of others 
may givea Propoſition ſonic thewbf/Probabilifftobexrac. 
If we have-noArguments againſt) whatthey MY; frocdti!ſonis 
appearances (atleaſt Y of Scripture, or ſome Logical T6- 
*picks. © But when we have ſuch-Arguments, that yet their 
Opinjns in the contrary ſhould/ſeem protiable rows; igaigreat 


=I'T% 


; Rdſe2/and feems #/preat bafflin - of vi” Reaſonable! Sor. 
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Eſpecially configering thax thale Forreign Arguments are but 


Common, and.may;be brought in-molt Caſes on both ſides. 


S. 6. And indeed here all the Popiſh DoQors are at a 
great loſs, viz. Ta determine what thoſe Doctors muſt be ; 
how many,mult concur in an Opinion,before they may over- 
rule us10 PraCtice,againit the Judgment cf our own Conſcien. 
ces formed from proper intrinſecal Arguments,Sanchez ſaith, 
one Doctor is enough, and quotes on his ſide, Arges, Sylv. 
Navarru, Valentia, and Sa; yea, and he proveth it by this 
Learned Argument ;., That is a probable Opinion which is not 
built. #perge light Foundation. '. Now ( ſaith he) the Opinion 
of one Dottor 15 not alight Foundation. Ay, but what if one 
Doctors..{pinion be. tor..us, another be againſt us? They 
will tell you,, They are both probable, Take then the ſumme 
of the;ZFeſuites Doctrine,  _.. —. | | 

1. Aprobable Opinisn « that, which ts not built upon a light 

.. Foundatige.. (So faith Saxchez) - 


-:'2» Any. one Doltors Opinion is a conſiderable, and no light 


0 :|Fonndetion; | That is Saxchez. his medium, ., - 
* -3-;;Let a manhave never ſo mayy.iutrinſecal, proper Argu- 
' (mens, not demonſtrative, to.prave a thing unlawful, yet 


"Prone PT” 4 $42*4 1 of 
10 he-may do it if be can but. find one Dottor who judgeth it 


-IV \Darfadl; «LUTE-TI £3 As fiir 4/937 A342 10-2141] I 
©\1; Moone Dothor judgeth it: Luwful angeber judecth ve wn- 
iO lawfwl;; he way do what;hz -plesſeth ox, «2,.for both. parts 
. 21: #re probable; | Heace Sanchez rarſeth theſe Concluſions, | 
-::I-# That if a Man, according tothe Judgment of his own 
£ Conſcience; "perfectly, doubreth, from 1ntrinſeca] Argu- 
£* menths which in 8 practical. caſe, he can ind, on the one 
4 files D651 


;vther.17Yer if- he can from Extrinſecal. Argu- 
$f agents, Per/Iaade Himſelf; that either; 7.12 46. Lawful, he may 
-O BOOT! 251 gt 10 91nd to Candy y ano wagon 

:i-%. £:Thathe who:probably,jadgeth it unlawful, 'to AQ ac- 
:Keordiogaon legrobable Qpinion,; me, Jes AF according 
4 to that: whichhegudgeth.leſs probable, .if he judge, Th 
Art 1 4rabably Lawful for bim to follow that which i leſs pro- 
© bab.e. 3, «That 


i. #þ ar Optnine Confeience:.: 7 | 


3. ©< That Learned Men'may adviſe others to act contrary. 
«<tq what themſelves, the Adviſerggthink Lawful, if ano- 
«ther Door hath judged it Lawful.-- 1 

Theſe, and many 'other-dammable and abſurd. Opini6ns 
they molt impudently conclude, from: theſe- molt wyerched 
Premiſes. And now, lct any Judge, whether according to 
theſe Principles, there be any th.ng VUnlawfid or no; and one 
would think, -that they do nar judge any thing Unlawful, 
that will but read their E/cobary Layman, Dinna,' Files, 
Azotiis, Sanchez. Ot a breviate of ſome of \*their-Prupofi- 
tions, p. 177. ' in the Additionalsto the Myſtery of Feſnireſww, 
Where he ſhall be dirc(ted alſo to-the Authors. By 


- "7. Buthitherto they have onely told us, what g Mari 
May do :Let whearſharidy inns Opinion-of what Men 2ſaft 
do afd . particularly, where Suptrionrs\ C ornmard us to HE 
contrary to what we from ptoper intrinſecal ng. 4 
1vely 


Lawful. Adridnus, as he-is.quoted by Vaſquez, poſi 
affirmeth, That none can Lawfully Obey ther Superzonrs, a> 
2ainit the Opinion of bis own Conſcience:'-he'telſs'ils alfo,, 
That Corduba ainhthe ſame iti effect; though he would ſ&ve 
himſelf from this inconvenience by aſſerting,” "That what in 
it ſelf abſotutely conſidered, is'evil, may by ſome Cjrcum- 
ſtances be good; as when it is neceſſary for us, of two evils, 
to chuſe one; here the leſſer evil is-made good, compatative- 
ly, and that ( faith he) is tha ©afe here (YVaſquez 12; diſp, 
62, cap. 6;) If is aneoi{ thing for « man to aÞ-cohtrdry to the 
opinion of bis own Conſcience. ''And it is an etl thi o-abf- 
obey our Superionrs; but one of thefe we muſt do z:Hithigtaſe, 
ſaith he, 1t is Lawful for a man to alt againſt his own opr3ron, 
in obedience to his Superionrs; thus far the Feſuite., 
A'Man might have expected ſuch an unboyled Meſs of Di- 

vinity from a Fohn of Leiden, .or a Knipperdollng\; but is 
this fpoken like a Divine? Can there rhen be any neceſſity of 
finning ? ( where's Man's free-will in the ode te, = © 
God ever bring the Soul into ſuch a ſtrait? Is it not'a:known 
Ryle,. That of twg evils of puniſhment, we may indeed. chuſe 


SEW OHA 


ww... Whether it be lawful. te: contrary 
the leaſt; but of two evils of ſiny-nont? An Erroncous Con- 
ſcience indeed 1s undenyg rieceſlity of finning, but ſurely he 
hath no choice in the caſe;; whether he will fin. this way, or 
that-way ,” but mult follow the dictate of. his Conſcience, 
| Whether the diitiaCtion of Zigat,. non obligat be worth any 
| thing or no; ſurely all will ſay, he--annot AQ againſt his fix- 
| ed erring Conſcience. Is it not a known Rule, That nothing 
| .can be made good by a Circumſtance, though indeed Circum- 
ftances may. make a thing evil, becauſe Bonum efſe Cauſis 
Sntegris Malum e quoliber. defetu, Therefpre Vaſqazez (who 
Diana ſaith, i inflar omnium) explodes this Doctrine of 
Corduba, telling us truly , That the Obedience which any 
Man oweth to bus Superiours, ſuppoſeth the matter of the Su- 
Pperiours Command, not to be contrary to the Command of one 
| who ts higher than þe.; for in ſuch Caſes no Obedience # due , 
| nar 4. it.any ſin to diſobey, viz. where the thing required, #5 
| cont#ary to.the.Luw of Nature, the Law of God, or the Law 

of a Superior in an higher Order. Again, it is very poſſible L 
"8 i (as Yaſquez ſaith) that it may be a greater fin to contradict 
| my own.Conſcience, than not to Obey my Super:ours, ſup- 
iS poſing my Conſcience telleth me the thing required is contra- 
ry:tothe Law of Nature, £1 : | 


' But yet Yaſquez himſelf thinketh, that in caſe the Supe- 
riour Commandeth, a thing otherwiſe probably Lawful (that 
is, as We before heard, whichſome Doctor or Doctors judge 
ſo) then it is Lawful for a Man to Obey contrary to the pri- 


vate. Opinion of, his own Conſcience, becauſe be might ao it 'v 
in ſuch caſe, thouch it were not Commanded, and this is bis 
Principle. . 


That when the Precept of a Superiour may Lawfully be 
Obeyed, be is then bound to doit, andit becomes necef- 
LOL, | oh 

| cid hea is a ſtrong Argument, if we could yield the 
premiſes, .v:z. NE T4 x ) 3: Ein) 
.... That a Man may Lawfully contrary to the probable Opr- 
mon of his own Conſcience, follow the Opinion of  ano- 

- ther, Quod adbuc eft Demonſtrandum.. we 


- 


'-. to an Opiving Conſcience, 19 

We ſhall anon ſhew the Curſed Fruit of this Root, yet 
Vaſquez limiteth this Dogtrine a little, byelling us, 

I, That the Superiour muSt be inquefonab our Superi- 
our. | | | | 
4 2. That the Subjeit muſt know, and believe, that the. Sn- 
pirour-Commandeth according to a probable Opinion, and mnt 
ot think, it probable, meerly becauſe be ts bis Superiour ; for 
( faita;he.)- The Dignity of the Superiour Commanding, doth 
not make an Opinion probable. Thus far now we have heard 
the Judgment of the Popiſh Caſuifts and School-men in this 
Caſe. The Summe is this. £7 

That it is Lawful for a Man to do, what his own Conſci- 

ence from intrinſick,, probable Arguments judgeth On- 
Jawfulf one or more Doltors do but Fudge it Lawful,and 

' if ſuch Caſes, if the Superiour Commandeth, he i bound 
to. do what he in his own Conſciente judgeth unlawful, «f 
it be not apparently, and demonſtratively ſo. 

How near this comes to the Sentiments of ſome Modern 
Proteſtant Doftors, we may enquire hereafter, but before 
we come to that, let us enquire what the Ancienter Prote- 
ſtants have judged in the Caſe. _ EE 


The Opinion of former Proteſtants , about the lawful- 
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neſs, or unlawſulneſs of Mens Ating contrary to the: 
Opinion of their own Conſciences. Such Ating son- 
demned by all former Proteſtant Caſuiſts.** Bald- 
vinus, Alſtedius, Ameſtus, Perkins : *The diffe- 
rence of ſome later Divines from their Fore-Fathers, 
particularly, Mr. Hooker. The Vanity of bis 
Proof, from Deut. 17. 18. Acts 15. Or from Rea- 
ſon. Biſhop Sanderſon agreeing with Ancient Pro- 
_ So Mr. Fulwood, in his Caſes." The 
iffering Expreſſions of ſome Divines of this" pre- 
ſent Age, The tender touching of the Queſtion,” and 
2ibbling at the Opinion of the Popiſh DoGors in the 
Caſe, by others, _ The Eweſtion again Pated, and 
mads ready for Debate. a) oi Lot 1 55 ht 


S. I. N* will begin with F redericus Baldvinus, Pro- 


feſſor at Wittenbergh , he, in his Caſes, /. 1. 
cap. 9. Profeſſedly diſputeth this great point, he takes No- 
tice of the two ſorts of pretended probable Arguments,and 
determineth, in reference to both. 

1. That an Opinion onely raiſed from the multitude of 0- 
thers Teftimonies in the Caſe, bindeth no Man. © | 
| 2. That an Opinion taken up upon probable Reaſons, doth 
bind, and ſo bind, that a man cannot Alt againſt it. 

"Hig\wards in Latine are theſe: {, | 

" & Camergo oi aliquam, non ob aſſenſum aliorum, ſed 
« ob cauſas probabiles pro vera habes, Obligatus es in Con- 
* ſcientia ne contra eam 4gat licer Superiores alind a te exi- 
« rant, donec rationes veriores audias in contrarium, atl quas 


«* ramen audiendas ſemper pararm effe debes : Et opinionem 


© rxam - 


Rd 


*\\0 


fo ar Opining Conſcience. 21 
& 24491 audita meliare ſententia deponere, Thatis, 

Whea thou haſt taken ap any Opinion for true, not for the 
Teſtimony;of others, but;for probable Reaſons, thou art 
bound in Conſcience-not to at agaialt it;, no, not though 
Superiours require thee to aQ, till thou heareſt better Rea- 
ſons to the contrary : To hear which thou oughtelt to beal- 
ways ready, and lay. down. thy Opinion, hearing a better. 
The Opinion of this Grave and Learned Profeſſor 13 whaſhwe 
take it,& will be found to have been the Opinion of all Prote- 
ſtants of former Ages., For, the Obſerving Reader will find, 
as to this point, the ſame-proportionable difference betwixt 
Ancient Proteſtant Divines, and a Modern brood, as betwixt 
the O14 Fathers and School-men, and the later Feſuites, who 
have traded in Scholaftical, and oral Divinity, Thelatter 
proſeſing wholly. to differ from the former : We ſhall,I ſay, 
find, that all former Proteſtants have agreed, That although 
he that is poſſeſſed of an opinion, that the thing which « by hus 
Superionrs required, is unlawful, ont of. Reverence to his Su- 
periours, ought throughly to Examine bus Opinion, and to hear 
better Reaſons, if they can be brought, and being by them con- 
vinced, to lay down his epinion: Yet while he can do that, be 
cannot do the thing. | 


F. 2. Let us,in the next place,enquire of A/fedins.He diſtin- 
guiſheth concerning Opsn:0y, as relating to a more External 
Court, or to the Court of Conſcience: As to the former, he 
faith, Iz Difputations, &C.the Common Opinian is to be preferred 
before our own. But as to Conſcience, he ſaith, Wharſoever 
is done againſt} our Conſciences, # ſinful; whether our Conſci- 
ence be Erring, Opining, or Rightly informed. vid. Theol. 
caſuums cap. 2.1.2. DF. ;Ames, cf. h. 1, c.5. determines, 
Thatit is never Lawfyl for the Authority. of, ether Men to att 
again(t our own Opinion , be it certain, or onely probable. 
do.not remember.moxe tha four Proviflent Gaſj 5 WE: J, 
whaſe Writings are more than forty Years Old. "Theſe were 
three, tte fourth was: Judicious Mr, Perkins, who ſeems 
$9. x6duce this to,.a doubting Conſcience, and fetermyneh, 
__ Dn 
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| That it is ſin to att atainſt it, becanſe be cannot at in Faith, 


if bis Conſeiente be donbting, of exring,” or gam-ſaying, 

Theſe being all our former Divines, who wrote Treatiſes 
of Caſes, fuſer Teitimony is not to be expected. lt were 
eafie to produce multitudes collaterally ſpeaking the ſame 
things. But for them, we ſhall but refer the Reader'to any 
Proteſtants, that have formerly wrote upon Rom. 14,23.and 
ſceWhat they ſay upon theſe words; Whoſo donbrerh, is dam- 
ned, if be eateth, becauſe he tateth not of Faith : For what- 
foever 1s nct of Faith, is ſin. And v.y. Let every Man be 
Fully per ſwaded in his own mind; he will find enovgh, we paſs 
it over, intending our ſelves to make- ſome uſe of that Text 
ancn, 


I. 3. But (as we ſaid before) look as in this very point 


- thereis a very great difterence, betwixt the 'Ancrent Fathers 


and School-men.and the Modern Feſwites, in fo much,tha the 
latter will nor allow the Judgment of any of the Ancients, in 
theſe Caſes; and both Yaſquez and Sanchez think fit to Caus 
tion their Readers againſt it, and both Cellor and Reginalius 
expreſly determine 5: That in oral Queſtions, the Aſodern 
Caſuiſts are to be preferred before the Ancient Fathers, though - 
they lived nearer the times of the Apoſtles. So we ſhall Ob- 
ſerve, that ſome later Proteflant' Divines have delivered 
themfelves, either ſomething odly, or expreſly contrary to 
the Sentiments of al Ancient Proreftants im thi caſe; * Let 


vs hear now what they ſay. 

' '$. 4. The Learned Author of the Eccleſiaſtical Polity, Mr. 
Hooker, in his Preface toit, directed To ſuch as ſeek; Refor- 
mation, perſwading thoſe whom inthat Preface leis Treat- 
ing, to. #2 end of Controvetfie, cncludeth it not poſſible to 
begbrained. | A (d c 2 $-3&--3 p i 24 5 cY-* AA = 
' 6 ipythoyt ſubmitting to ſome judicinl and definitive Sens 
Uzence, whereunto neither part that contenderh may unatr any 
EV pretence , or colour refuſt to tand:---« Ways of peaceable 
© concluſion Che faith )-chers are but two bertain:- ge: 4 | 
Glas TOO en- 


- 


&« Sereno? of Fudicinl* deriſion , given to: Authority there: 


©« into appointed within ouriſelves.” The other, the like kind of 


6, Sextence, given by a more' Univerſal Altharity.' The for- 
« mer of which God binsſelf in the Law preſcribeth: And his 
*c Spiree it was which diretted the. firſt Chriſtian Churches in the 


 &« pyorld to uſe the latter : this he proves by Deut. 17.8, and 


« Acts 15. (both which we will examine anon.) Afrerward 
< he comes int with this'paſſage. ''Neither-wiſh we,thart Men 
& ſhould do any thing whith in their' Hearts they are perſmaded 
«© they ought not to do; "bit rhis perſwaſion onghe, we ſay, to 
«<þe fully ſettled in their Hearts, That in Litigious and 
& controverted Caſes of ſuch Quality, The Will of God is 
-«& to have them to do, whatſoever the Senterice of Judicial 
<« and final deciſion ſhallderermine. Yed, / though'it ſeemerh 
<« jn their private 'Opiniion, utterly to ſwerve-from that which 


&© js xight. | asno doubt many times the Sentence atnongſt the 


« Jews di feem vnto one part or anothercontending,' and yet 
« jn;this nrtarrs notthen allow them to do what.in their 
'« private Judgment it ſeemed, yea, and perhaps, truly feem-- 
«61, that the Law did difaflow.”” This paſſage mit be adit. 


'tle examined, eſpeciallyat ſuch a tithe when thete'is ſuch'a 


ſtrict ſcrutiny upon thoſe who ſeem/to' have their: Faces: to- 
wards Rowe; for as onthe one ſide, -if' this Doctrine be not: 
true, - Mr. Hooker, neither in his Preface, nor in his bulky 


: Bosk {thoſe Oracles weare-ſo Ordinarily ſent to) hath ſaid. 


-Mucht0'perſwade thoſe whom he treatetts, Thar'it-15* their 
Duty ts 6otfor©y:and our late Writers ladofaid'iriveh' tes, 


"who have thought'to:jeer, and ail, tihd*Feftor Men out of. 


their Retigion, and have indeed all built'y 1 this Foundati-. 
'orn-[ If the'thing benot DemonÞtratively.ovil,, ofras others ap-. 
-parently evil. 7} On the other ſide,” if” thipbettte!'and benot 
Ywery cautiouſly pounded, it over-throwetlf ullOldPriiFical 
: Divixizy,” andtakes away whatwe doubt whethet'Eyer's 


conſiderate Learned Manever detiyed; viz. Thatthe'Pratts- 
'841:Confoience ts. the proximate Rule” of all ony- Altyons; *It- 
Shewetha necclfity of an Tufalkble-Frdge?;"orif not ſo,: molt. 
_ veffainly: eſtabliſheth'' Blind Obedience, the very Pas and: 


«100 


”., .. Pillar 


+ +" 'to an OpiningConſednce.." 23” 
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. Pillar of Popery;. yea, of Feſurtiſme: ( the worlt of Popery. 


.C for what is Blind Obedience, butan,Obeying of. Superiours 
contrary to the Light of our own. Reaſon and Conſcience. :) 
Nay,. more, it is a peg beyond the Doctrine of Vaſquez, 
Sanchez, Azorims, Layman, or the boldelſt Jeſuite who ever 
wrote. | 


_»&. 5. Ican ſeebut. two terms, which can be ſuppoſed to 
regulate this Learned Man's ſence by any Sobriety. He faith, 
onely [in litigious and .controverted Cauſes of ſuch Quality} 
he ſhould have done well to have told us, of what Quality, 
and what makes a {it:9:0u5 and controverted Caſe ? Whether 
ſome few, or more mens denying, or controverting,and dif- 
,puting a point? For elſe ſuppoſe that in Fraxce, the King 
ſhould Command his Proteſtant Subjects to go to Maſs ; ;ac- 
cording to Mr. Hooker's Divinity, they are bound to go: 
why? For (faith he) Ir # theWill of God that they ſhould, 
in litigioms and controverted Cauſes do whatſoever the 
Sentence, of judicial and final deciſion ſhall determine. But 
will ſome, Advocate for Mr. - Hooker, ſay, the: Proteſtants 
zudge going to Maſs unlawfol.. What then ? 1t followeth 
in Mr. tooker.:- Thborgh 3: their private Opinian it ſeem to 
Jwerve mterly from that which « right. 'Sit anima noſtra cum 
Philoſophis ; Commend vs to the Zeſ#ites, for none of them 
ſpeak ſo braad.;; And it js well worth the Obſerving, what 
' Excellent,uſe;Serenx Crefſy hath made: of this very paſlage, 
in his Anſwer to Dr; Prercr/hisSermon, and indeed it.is very 
improyeable ifor: their turn; Shall thoſe blind-words, Of 
ſuch-Qzality, help this Father of Conformity : The Queſtion 
recurs,- Oh-what Quality.:? Can any-other Quality of Caſes 
be here-confiderable, but either as the things appear Lawfm, 
UVnlawful,' ori [ndifferevt: Hf -he means, in Caſes appearing 
to. the, Perſon,., Lawful or -Indifferent, the: thing is granted : 
But it:is impoſſible this ſhould be his meaning, for he ſaith, 
Though the Command ſeem to bim utterly to ſwerue from what 
&-right,' If thezefore the word, Seem, will not help him, 
hejs nottto be-helped, but malt be affirmed to_ hays —_ 
»61 (he: the 


| 


"70 an Opining Conſcience. _— 
the _beldeſt overture for Blind Obedience (the moſt bruitiſh 
picce of Popery _} that eyer Proteſtant made; and let;aur 
Brethren ſend, us no more for Conſcience-ſatisfaction to Mr. 
Hooker,till they can defend him in'this Hyporheſis;, and when: 
they have done that, then have paved his Folaneſs a 
fairer way into all Proteſtant Tents, than he ever yet had, 
Indeed there are various degrees. of Seeming. A thing may 
ſcem to us to ſwerve from. what is- right, mcerly from ex- 
rrinſick, Arguments, becauſe we Reverence the Learning, 
or Prery of ſome that fay ſo; in this ſence it may be true : 
But this cannot be Hookers Sexce.;' for he ſaith, In his own 
private Opinion, Buthis meaning mult be, © That we ought 
«to be fully perſwaded, that in,all Litigious, and Contro- 
<« yerted Caſes referring tg Practice. It is the Will of God 
<< that Chriſtians ſhquld do, whatſoever the Sentence of Ju- 
« Jicial and final decifion ſhall determine, though that thing 
<& determined ſcem to the_Perſon required to do it, and that 
<« from proper intrinfick Arguments ( if not;demonſtrative) 
«in the Chriſtians private. Opinion, to be quite. contrary.to 
&« what God's Law, requireth of him. Which is a poſition. 
ſo contrary, To the Law of Nature, the whole, Current af 
Scripture, the force of Reaſon, the Liberty Ka a Chriſtian, 
and the Fudgment of all. Proteſtant Divines, that it will ak. 
verygood Proof before we ſhall believe a tittle of it true. 


©'$, 6... He offereth a, double Proof of :it.. . 1.- Becauſe he 
ſuppoſcth. «be#e muſt be an'2nd. of Controverſie,, ang that can 
be no. other. way, 2. Becauſe of the Law of. Godl of Old, 
Deut, 17: 8. and rbe determitiation of the Council, Adts 15, 
ruided, no queſtion, .by the Spirit of God, We will conſ(i- 
er both. As to. ag hrſt ; Controverſies are of ſeveral Na- 
tures. Thereare Political Cantroverſoes, and Eccleſiaſtical. 
Controverſies; and. ot ele, Wee Lelating ta,Ma tters.of, meer 
Speculation or Praftice,. And there are mixed Conrrouerſies, 


partly of a Civil, partly 'of A Religzats CORCern.. | 
. 1, For Civil Controverſies, they are of ſeveral Natures:; 
for many of them it is ablolutely neceſſary, in Order to the 
coft- 
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conſiſtency of Polities; there ſhould bean end of them,with- 
ougthe,cnd of fome of them, the Order of Juſtice captiottold; 
gf Kingdoms and States be preſerved : ' As now, ſuppoſe a 
Controverſie about the Title'6f the Supreme Mivttrard, &c, 
There mult be an'end to theſe, and it muſt be by one parties 
ſubmiffion tothe final deciſion of fome power. Men may do 
1; wit out {inning againſt God; And it is the will of God, 
even written in-Nature, that they ſhould do it. Suppoſe 
there be a plea betwixt Man, and Man, concerning a rig!:t of 
Inheritance, 'and they. have had a long Suit about it; there 
mult bean end to this Controverſfie,and the end muſt beby a 


fubmiſfion of one party to the final deciſion(at leaſt)of the Su- 


preme Court of Juſtice in' a Nation; Beyond which lyes no 
appeal. What further can be done, ' unleſs this priyate Per-, 
fon ſhould takepp Arms'a ainſt this Gourr, and.ſo diſturb. all 
Civil Orders?” nor ſhalt he wha ſuffers in this Judgrtient need 
fear ſinning againit God, by parting with his Inheritante, no 
Law of God Obligeth him to keep it. , Heis before this Joes 
ment, at perfect Liberty-to part with it, and by this Judg- 
ment it becomes necefſary : We fear that we, ſhall'anon find 
the Text, Dent. 17. 8. Concerning ſuch Cortroverfies; and 
ſo nothinpto the porpoſe in our ON RE Et 

© 2," But there are other Controverſies; which are iti Matters 
of meer Speculation, or Pradtice, Sorne things there are, 
which aremeerly Speculative, which infer no Prattice,which 
fide ſoever we take 3. asnow, Whether the Virgin Mary lued, 
and'ayed\# Virgin, &c. For theſe Controverſies, we knowno, 
needof 2n'end of them, norwhy they ſhould be Controver=- 


fies; Men' may Opine one thing ot atiother in them, without 


hazard to their Souls. Thereare other Controverſies in Re- 


| ligion, which being determined, require of us, either an 


At of. F aitha id Aſſent fron us, as our Duty, or more,z.e. 
the: flance-of gur Conv rſation, according to our belief. 
AndTheſe again are either ſuch'as dfe Fwridementally neceſſary, 
to Salvation, or ſuch as are #6t ſo neceſſary. As now, ſup-'. 
poſe that, Whether Feſus Chriſt be the Eternal Son of God, is © 
Matter of Controverlie betwixt'the Arrigns, the S lags 
ads ©: 526: 0 of 4oto29n VI99 OI BL JE 3 5-t 19 TOR 
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the- Orthodox. Whetber a Man may Lawfully adore the bread 
in the Eutharift, is Controverted betwint: the Lapiſts and. 
Proteſtants.” It is neceſſary that the Magiſtrate or Chufch 
ſhould put un end to theſe Controverſies,-.at leaſt, as:to; the: 
evulging of them, becauſe'there is apart in them ſo neceſſary 
to be believed, or done, as Men's Salvation dependeth up- 
on it immediately ; and thoſe entruſted with the Charge of 
Souls, ſtand Obliged by the Law of Charity ,ias muchas in 
th:m lyeth to obviate -their-cternal Ruine.c; But there are a 
third ſort of Controverſies-in Religion, whick relate to. Pra»: 
Ctice, in thoſe things, where Gods Word bath left nothing par- 
ticularly, and gilas determined, Such Controverſies there 
ever was, and ever will be jn the Church.. But as it is one- 
ly the Pride and Corruption. of Men, which makes theſe 
Controverſies (for why ſhould any Quarrel with his Bro- 
ther for uſing his own Latitude, \where God hath determined 
nothing ?) So there is no necd to put an/end to them, but 
onely to Mens Luſts and Paſſions in the Arguing of them. For 
there is no hazard of Salvation, either one way or. other. 
We dare be bold to fay, that the filly humour of ſome, judg- 
ing it\neceſſary, that all Men ſhould ſay, Jt s a Hin-Spar- 
row, When ſame think it a CocksSparrow.. : Or write -[ it J 
when ſome think it is better wrote [ yt]. Or that all Men 
ſhou'd keep an Eaffter-day ; ſuch a day, when as others think 
it not the right, hath been the cauſe of ſo much fin and wick- 
edneſs, ſo much Blood and:Cruelty, as all that thefe Humo- 
riſts are worth, is no-way able to recompenie; either to Gods 
Glory, the Churches-Peace, or the Profitand Advantage of 
Princes ſo infinitely hindred by it. ' #714 


:S. 7.-We-ſuppoſe, - Peace will be urged as neceſſary to put 
an end to Controverſie; And is there no other way to obtain 
it, but by Mens doing quite contrary'to. what they Fudge right ? 
The 'Apoſtle hath 'ſhewed Men a nearer way to it, if their 
Luſts would let thei ſee it, Phil, 3. 15, 16. What aſtrange 
fancy it is that there ſhould be no way to Peace, but whats 
impoſſible, viz, + Mens A 6. themſelves, That it = 
, 4 Fg e”- 
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ths Will of God, that in ſuch Caſes they ſhould do whatſoever 
Afen determine, thaug bin their own Opinion it ſrems quite to 
ſwerve. from what # right : As if there were no way to\keep 
a Man trom burning his ſhins, but by pulling down a-Chim- 
ney, and ſetting ir further off, This is a ſad end. His of 
Excellent Majeſty hath ſhewed them a quicker End, viz, 
Not Enatting the doing of ſuch things of thoſe who judge them 
Unlawful; but leavingithem to theer Liberty ; and onely re- 
quiring, as the-Apoſtle, in ſuch Caſes, Rom. 14. 2, That he 
who eareth ſhould not deſpiſe him that eateth not ; nor he who 
eateth not, deſpiſe him that eateth. Could our Brethren be 
- Quiet, and not repreſent us to the World, as Fa&ious Per- 
ſons, Schiſmaticks ; unreaſonablegungovernable, Dunces, we 
wonder what hindred Peace now. 


-'S. 7. But, ſaith} Mr. Hooker ( and he is the Delphick 
' Oracle it ſeems in this Caſe ) He muſt needs perſwade himſelf, 
That it ts the Will of God, That in Litigious and Controver- 
red Caſes; &c. he ſhould ſubmit to the Deciſion of his Super- 
our, thouch in his own Opinion it ſeems quite to ſwerve from 
that which s right. We would fain know how he ſhould per- 
ſwade himſe)}f of this. This perſwaſion cannot be of Fazth ; 
for where doth the Word of God ſpeak a tittle to this ſgnce? 
'Tt ſpeaks the contrary, Row. 14. 5. 23. How ſhall weknow 
a thing to be either accordingor contrary to the Will of God. 
Certainly we muſt know it from Nature, or from Divine 
:Revelation. . Doth the: Light of Nature ſhew us any ſuch 
thing?. Indeedin Controverſies of a Civil Nature, the De- 
termination of which the Light of Nature ſhews us muſt be 
by Superiours, and where a ſubmiſſion is neceſſary, and not 
to be:avoyded;; without diſturbance of .Polities, and all Or- 
der of Juſtice: The Light of Nature may ſhew us ſome ſuch 
thing: . But cettainly,. where. the Light of. Nature ſheweth 
us nd nced off # Controverſie, nor of determining'it, if there 
moit'be:one,.it canſhew us nothing as to the Will of God, 
for a ſubmiffion to ſuch Determination. Nor indeed is it pre- 
tended, and: it .were ſtrange if it ſhould, when the School- 
BE men 


_ 
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men determine, That Aﬀing againſt an erroneous Conſcience 
( much more Opiniag ) :w-ag ainſt the Light of Nature. This 
piece 'of the Will 'of God-then. which we muſt (faith Me, 
Hooker ) perſwade-our ſelves of, muſt be from Revelation; 
and tht is either. New ( ſome Enthuſiaſm ) or Old, which 
is the Wordof God. Where ſhall we find ſuch a piece of*the 
revealed Will cf Godin Scripture? Mr. Hooker tells us, Devr. 
17.8. Atts 15, wewill Examineboth theſe Texts. - 


$ $8, The wordsin Dext. 17. 8,9, 10, 11,712. are 
theſe.. | 
If there ariſe « Matter too bard for thee in Fudgment. be- 
ewixe Elood and Blood, betwixt plea and plea, betwixt ftroke 
and ſtrche , being matters of Tindrovenſs within thy Gates. 
Then ſhalt thou ariſe, ani get thee uf} unto the place which the 
Lord thy God ſhall chuſe. , | 
And thou ſhalt come unto the Prieſts, the Levites, and nts. 
the Fudge who fball be in thoſe days,. and enquire, and they. 
ſhall ſhew the Sentence of Fudgment.. | 


-. z F 


* * Andthou ſhilt do according to the Sentence which they of 
that place,. wbich:the' Lord ſhall chuſe; ſhall ſhew thee*: aud 
thou ſhalt Obſerwe to do'arcording 'to all that they ſhall infor. 
thee. | | 

According to the Sentence of the Law which the ae reach 
thee, 'and according to the Fudgment which they ſhall tell thee, 
thou ſhalt do, thou frate not. decline from the Sexrerite whit 
they ſhall ſhew thee, 16 the right hand, nor tothe left, © © 

'* And the Man. that will do preſumptuonſly, and will not 
hearken unto the Prieſt, that f wires; np to Miniſter before 
the Lord thy'God, or unto the Fudge, even that Man ſhall dye,, 
and thou ſhalt put away evil from Iſrael. Thefe: words are 
fully thar Text.” As to which, we deſire our Reader to Ob-. 
ſerve, £ : 6nd ED CELL, > 

f.. That this is Bellarmines firſt Text to prove Blind Obedj- 
ence the Duty of Chrihiens. So that we may eaſily judge,, 

- which way the Face of theſe Diſputants doth jtgnd; Tt might 

: ſuffice but to refer our Reattet to®Chainer;” or any that have: 
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Anſwered Bellarmine, for an Anſwer to this ObjeQion. 
2: Secondly, In. caſe this:Text will ſerve the turnnow, it 
will infallibly prove the Lawfulneſs of Pr:eſ#s and Fudges put- 
ring to death ſuch as ſhall nor do what they bave once determined 
51 any caſe, that ts indifferent of it ſelf, and once by them made 
neceſſary. But ſurely this muſt be aſſerted by none that va- 
lue their words at any rate. . But to come cloſe to the Text ; 
if any Argument in-this caſe can be drawn ſrom it,. it muſt be 
this. 
« What the //raelites were bound todo, upon any deter- 
. & mination by the Prieſt or Judgein the place where 
< the Lord ſhould chuſe : In hard Matters, between 
<& plea and plea, blood.and blood. That Chriſtians 
< under the Goſpel are bound to do,upon the final de- 
-<« cifion of the Prielt or Judge, in hard matters, be- 
«tween plea ind plea , blood and blood, treſpaſs 
*<and treſpaſs, ſtroke and troke. 
-< But the 1/7aelites were bound to do according to the final 
t& deciſion of the Prielt or Judge, fitting in the place which 
*©the Lord ſhould, chuſe, and Judging in hard Matters, be- 
\& tween Plea and Plea, Blood and Blood, ©&c, -;- Ergo. 
s.. If the -Argument be thus laid, it concludeth nothing like 
the Queſtion, but is a tranſirm degenere in gents, Our Que- 
MKion is notabout Civil thingsM elte, where a Man 
may take any part, .. and not fin againſt God, and where Sub- 
miſſion onely inferreth Suferig matters of a temporal con- 
cern, but;about Religious Actions, where a Practice is re- 
quired, which. the Party Cogmanded Judgeth finful: And 
hazarding the damnation of his Soul, Whence alſo it may 
be Obſerved, That no Concluſion can from hence be fetched 
from any purity of Reaſon, _ | — 
- But if Mr. Hecker intends from that Text. to conclude the 


Queſtion, his Argument mult belaid thus. = Sn 
© What:the Tſraehites were bound to, as to hard Oalch in 
& Judgment betwixt plea and plea, blood and blood, treſpaſs 
<and treſpaſs, ſtroke and ſtroke. That Chriſtians are bound 
+ <todo, inall Litigious Gontroverted. Caſes of Religion; 'or 


(at 


-: to ant Opirting Conſcience. | 31 
&*( at leaſt ).:in ſuch Caſes where the Superiours Judge the 
*<things, by them Commanded, tobe in themſelves of an in- 
6 different Nature, |; : 

' But the[ſcaclites, #t: hard Caſes in Fudoment, betwixt plea 
and plea, Blood and Blood, treſpaſs and treſpaſs, ſiroke and 
ftrokg, were Obliged to do according to, and not decline from 
the Sentence of the Law, which the Prieſts, the Levites, or 
the. Fudges ſhould teach them, and according to the Fudgment, 

- which they ſhould ſhew them, though in the Opinion of therr, own 
Conſeiences it ſwerved utterly from that which was right,  - 

Ergo. Chrsſtians alſo under the Goſpel,yin all Litigiou con- 
troverted Caſes, eſpeciully of ſuch Quality, where the Su- 
periour Fuadgeth the things indifferent, are bound to do ac- 
cording to, and not ta decline from the Sentence of the 
Law, which the Cwvil-or Eccleſiaſtical Superiours, now 

adays ſhall teach them; though un the Opsnion of their own 
C — <5 it utterly ſweruveth from that which ts 
robe, | 


To which-we Anſwer, 1. The whole concludeth nothing 
t0 the purpoſe, for it concludeth not that they ought to do 
any thing contrary to the Sentence of the Uivine Law, , That 
was of Old to the Prielts 4 Regula Regnlans; an Original 
Rule, and muſt be fo, to all Superiours; and it is impoſſi- 
ble any ſhould be Obliged to ACt contrary to it. But, leſt 
any ſhould ſay, they were bound to take che Prieſts and Le> 
vites, and Judges Sentence, to be the Sentence of the Di- 
vine Law, we further Anſwer.. '! Wy 

&. 9. By denying the Major, which is moſt notoriouſly 
falſe, and before it can be made good, thoſe that inherit Mr. 
Hooker*s Spirit, mult make good theſe things. 

I.. .That there i the ſame Reaſon, or Equity for Superis 
ours final deciſion,and a Chriſtians ſubmiſſion as to his Pruttice, 
zo 4a final deciſion 31t things of a Religious Nature, which 
tbe Superiour Fudgeth indifferent, and the Inferiour, ( from 
Arguments which in the Fudg ment of bis particular Confttence, 
ſeemprobable) judgeth: unlawful. | As there was for' a fingl 


deci- 
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actiſion amongſt the Fews, and their ſubmiſſion to ſuch deciſe- 
9n, iu /Matrers between Blood and Blood, 'plea and plea, trej= 
paſs and treſpaſs, ſtroke and ſtroke ; which apparcntly there 
1s not, a determination in the latter being abſolutely neceſ- 
ſary for upholding the Beings of Politses, the Courſe, and 
Order of Juitice, the preſervation of Humane Society, and 
not making the World a Den of Thieves 'and Murtherers. 
But no ſuch things can be pretended for things in Religion, 
by the Superiours owned in their own Nature, but tndiffe- 
rent, and ſo left by God. Neither is there the ſame Equity 
or Reafon for the [nferiours Submiſſion. Fox what harm 
could the Inferiour have by ſubmitting to the final deciſion of 
the Prieſts, Levites, and Fudges, in thoſe Civil things ? He 
might poſſibly be inforced to put up a wrong, to part with a . 
little Money, or with ſome part of his Inheritance, or.ſuffer 
in caſe of Bleod operatly, which was his due by & Divine 
Law : He was in no danger, by ſuch ſubmiſſion, of damning 
his Soul, or wounding his Conſcience by finning againft God; 
though he might judge he were ſeverely, or unrighteouſly 
dealt with. He might poſſibly think the parteontrary to the - 
decifion wore juſt and right : But what was he to-do? No- 
thing, but part with his ewn Right in Temporal things for 
the fake of publick Juſtice, and Order, and Peace, which 
is every good Chriſtians Duty, and Choice :. But here we 
are required to do fome things, and that in ſo tender a thing, 
as Divine Worſhip; which if we do, we ſhall wound our 
Conſciences, run the hazard of Damnationby inning, ſo far 
as we can apprehend it, Canany one:in his wits now. judge 
theſe two Caſes alike? If not, the Propoſitions falſe.' There 
is a manifeſt Tranſition in the Argumentation from the Law-: 
fulneſs of things of one kind, to prove the'Lawfulneſs of 
things of a quite different Kind, Nature, -and Influence. 


F.. 10. Further, to-make good the-Propoſition, itmuſtbe 
proved, That God bath under the Goſpel erelted ſuch a Court, 
For the final decifion of all Litigions and Controverted Cafes 
of liks Quality. For certainit is that Old Court is _ & 

WHInEcre 


. -. to au Opining Conſcience. IF 
where is the Law ErcRting the New? Nay, where are the 
Perſons ſo Qualified for it? Thoſe who know any thing, know 
that the High-Prieſts amongſt the Jews had an Urim and 
Thummim, ani ſo were hardly ( in their Judicature ) ſub- 
ject to Fallibility, to be ſure, leſs than any now under the 
Goſpel. It was at #ieruſalem, or at S:loh, at the place rhe 
Lord was to chuſe, where the Ark was, and the Linnen Ephod, 
and the Vrim and Thunmmin, that this bending Judgment was 
to be made, no where elſe, Beſides, all know that ther 
High-Prieſt was the Type of Chriſt, who is The Truth; and 
to whom alone now we reſerve Infallibility, 

The Papiſts have a better plea in this Caſe than any Pro- 
teltants, becauſe they have provided for it, by Creating to 
themſelves an 1nfallible Fudge, and, at leaſt, cheating them- 
ſelves with ſuch a previous Fuundation fit to Build ſuch a 
Structure upon. 


$. 11, We have ſhewed the vanity of Mr. Hooker's plea 
from the Law, let us ſee now what he ſaith from the - 
Goſpel. He Obſerves, that under that, the Spirit of God 
directed a Court for Final deciſion, Ats 15. The Caſe was 
this, Some whe came from Judea, had taught the Brethren, 
that unleſs they were Circumciſed, they could not be ſaved; 
upon this, Pau! and Barnabas were ſent, with oor, to meet 
and conſult with the Apoſtles and Elders at HierMailem abowe 
this Matter, Hear their Reſolution, v.28. It ſeemed good 
#0 the Holy GhoF, andto us, to lay upon you no greater burthex 
than theſe neceſſary things; That you abſtain from Meats of- 
Fered to Idols, and from things ſtrangled, and from Fornica- 
ton, from which if you ſhall keep your ſelves, you ſhall do well. 
Thagyn multiplying word we-may not loſe our Propoſition 
from hence to be proved, it will g2t be amiſs here to repeat 
It, | | 


That it is the Will of God, that in. all Litiziow, and con- 
rroverted Caſes of this Quality. ( Suppoſe where 
the Superiour Judgeth the thing Commanded in its 
own Nature, indifferent, though the Inferiour from 
= Ar- 
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Arguments which to him ſeem probable;judgeth them 
unlawful) that Inferiours ſhould do whatſoever therr 
Superiours Command, though in their own private O- 
pinion, it ſeemeth utterly to ſwerve from that which is 
right, This Propoſition is by Mr. Hooker made a 
Concluſion, to be taken de fide, upon the Authority of this 
Text: The Aſembling anddetermination of this firlt Coun- . 
ct, The Argument mutt lye thus. (EW OW | 
_ If the Spirit of God directed the Apoſtles and Elders at - 
&« Hiernſalem, in the Controverted Caſes of Circumciſion, 
** Fornication, and things Offered to Idols, and things ſtrang- 
© led; to meet together, and to make a final determination , 
«in reference to Chriſtians Practice : And it were the Will 
© of God, that all private Chriſtians ſhould do aecording to 
© their determination, though in their own Opinions it utter- 
«ly ſwerved from that whici was right: Then it is the will 
** of God, that in all other Matters of Religious Practice, 
«that are Litigious, or Controverted, and of ſuch Quality , 
«as the Superiour judgeth the doing of the things in Queltt- 
** on, Matters of indifterency , though the Infertours judge 
«them unlawful: That Superiours ſhould make a final deci- 
«<{!on, and private Chriſtiansſhould do according to their de- 
«©terminations, though their determinations'in their private 
** Opiniongy, ſeem utterly to ſwerve from that which is 
« right. gee | 
<« But the Spirit of God directed the Apoſtles and Elders at 
« Hieruſalem, in the Controverted Caſes of Circumciſion, 
{« Fornication, things Offered to Idols, and things ſtrangled; 
© to meet together, and tomakea final deciſion; And it was 
« the Will of God, that all Private Chriſtians ſhould Practife 
«according to their determinations, though in their owp pri- 
«vate Opinions, they might ſeem utterly to ſwerve from 
« that which is right ---- Ergo. LG 
Now, to this Argument, the Anſwer, we ſay, is not dit- 
ficuſt, forneither Propoſition is true, or can be made good, 
But to ſpeak diſtinily, 


S. 11, Firſt? 


#0-an Opining Conſcience. .. 5Y 


- $.-21, Firit, we deny.the Conſcquence of the Aſajor, and: 
thatfor theſe three Reaſons, ' '- _ Ot 211519 
1. There is an apparent difference bermixt Apoitles,' Mew: 
guided by an Infallible Spirit, and any other Supertonrs unque- 
ſtionably more Fallible than they. They coutd noterr, the 
beſt Councel now may err. | | 
.2. /But Secoadly, [there is a vaſt difference betwixt the ca- 
ſes mentioned in the Text, and other Litigious, Controverted 
Caſes of ſuch Quality, as' Mr. Hooker mentioneth : + So as 
there is no Arguing, from the one to the other. Thoſe men- 
tioned, As 15. are by the Apoſtles called 73 #mwvayws, 
T wg neceſſary ; theſe we ſpeak of are confeſſedly dSapocy 
indifterent,and aot neceſſary ; either conlidered in themſcives, 
or in reſpect of any Circumſtance abſtracted from che Supe- 
riours Precept; if 1t be ſaid, Thatone or two of thoſe things 
mentioned, 4s 15. were but indifferent, viz. To abſtarry 
fromblood, and things ftrangled, it is eaſily Anſwered, That 
a thing may be neceſſary, either with reſpett to ſome dirett pre- 
'Cepr (as Fornication, and forbearing eating things firſt Of- 
fered to 1dols, was, The Apoltle,''1 Cor. 10.. Judgeth it a 
participation at the Idolaters Aſtar) or with: Reſpet# zo "ta 
cumſtances, (and thoſe Antecedaneous to the Superiours 
Precept) thus abſtaining from blood, and things ſtrangled 
were, becauſe. of the Jews, who by the Ceremonial Law 
(the abolition of which they had not yet diſcerned.) were 
forbidden blood, and by reaſon of the Converted Gentils cat- 
ing bload, were much eſtranged from, and hardened againſt: 
the Doctrine of the Goſpel. Therefore the Apoſtle calls 
them zeceſſary ; not made ſo onely by their Command, but 
* made ſo by this great Circumſtance, the doing / of them hin- 
-dring the Glory of God, .and his great Deſign then on Foot.; 
Ngw,. to Argue from the Authority of Superiours to make. 
a findl deciſion, 'as-to things ſimply neceſſary; as forbidden 
directly by a Divine Law; : Or Accidentally neceſſary ( bee 
ing.-in thejr own Nature indifferent ) made ſo. by ſome emi- 
geat ſcandal, or miſchicf, m— would plainly follow from 
LA our 
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our not diſceding from our Liberty in ſuch things, eſpecially 
too where thethings required to'be forbotn; 'were before ex- - 
preſly forbidden by a Divine Law, 'We ſay, from hence: to: 
 conclude-the Authority. of Superiours:to. make fina} deciſions 
in other matters, and Command the doing of things never 
required by God*s Law, .and confeſſed to be,neither in thom- 
ſelves neceſſary, nor in reſpcct of any other Circumſtance 
Antecedaneous tothe Syperiours Precept;'is, ( with 'Reve- 
rence to Mr, Hooker and his Friends ). very: wide Arguing, 
and ſhooting ata greatdiſtance from the Mark,. \. + 

3. But Thirdly, Whar ſaith this Grave and Reverend. Sy- 
wod; From which if you keep your ſelves, you ſhall do well. 
They do-not ſay, Theſe things, though indifferent in them- 
ſclves, you muſt do, . becauſe we have made them neceſſary 
by our command,though'you 1n your'private Opinions judge 
ſome of them utterly unlawful, But: we fore-ſee ſome 
will ſay, That altkough this Counccl uſed a ſoft Expreſſion, 
yet it manifeſtly followeth, That if they did not abſtain from 
theſe things, they ſhould do ill. We Anſwer,. that without. 
Queſtion, - if. they had ngtabitained,: they: had done ill, whe-- 
ther the-Synbd. had ſo determined. or io, --The .Councel: did 
burdeclare what-was the Will of God, 57e..' That Menmuſs: 
not aſe their Liberty in things indifferent, when the uſe of it 
will prejudice the Glory of God gin fo high a concern; «: that of 
Converting Souls, "The\matterof the Decree here, was not. 
«thing in thavſtate ofthe Cliurchzin. that place indifferecit, An-} 
tecedaneoully to:their-Decrec, but. what was ;every:Qhritti- : 
ans' Duty, [precedent to ahe' Councels determinations: 'The 
Councel onely inſtructed them in what was:the will of God, 
not make it neceſſary by their Canon, |! 

-2. Again, they were things which:the Chriſtians/could not 
poſſibly judge Unlawful; nothing was: fequired' but-abſtain-- 
JEW rom- ſuch things as Gods: word at:;thatopreſept' 

iged them toabſtainfrom;or had before Obligedthe Jews: 

to abſtain fronz, If the Chriſtians judged themſelves'/at Li- 
berty to eat of —_ ſtrangled, and blood, it was impoſ- 
kible yet, they ſhould judge it ſinful not to eat of them, Now! 
. none 


to-a1'Opining Chnſcience. 

none of us will deny, that in Controverſies of ſuch Quality, 

\'where krqwn necefſary Duties ure Controverted, or things 

weceſſary eminetitly with] reſpetF"to ſome Circumſtances appa- 

rent, and inavoidable ; but it is the Will of God, that the 

Church ſhould conſult and declare the Will of God af to them, 

and Chriſtians ought to hearken, and do according to ſuch their 

| Declaration. 

1. Principally; becauſe it is the Will of God, 

2. Becauſe of the C burches Auth:rity, Adviſing or Com- 
manding from God; eſpecially if their required Practice too 
reacheth no further than a reſtraint of their Liberty, in doing 
ſome things : not doing things, which their Conſciences judge 
utterly unlawful. This is enough to ſhew the Vanity of the 
rs. or the Conſequence rather of the Major Propo- 
1tion, 

F.. 12. But neither is the Aſſuwptron true, No ſuch thing 
appeareth from 4s 15, That the Chriſtians were bound to 
do what the Synod required [ though in their private Opini- 
ons , the things required ſwerved utterly from what was 
righit. ] As the things were ſuch, concerning which we before 
aid,” the Conſcience of none could fo dictate. - So the Blef- 
ſed Apoſtles knew the mind of God too well, to'enpage Chri- 

"ſtjans to Act contrary to the Opinion of their own Conſcien- 
ces; Nor do we Read, that ever the Authority of this Sy- 
nod was g_ by the Apoſtle, in his Epiſtle to the Corin- 
thians, where he profeſſedly, and largely handles one'of theſe 

: Caſes,about things Offerzdro 2dols, - Dot he tell the' Corix- 

} - thians any (ſuch thing, as, 7? is #nlawf9l for you now to cat 

ſuch things. It is indeed init ſelf a thing indifferent, but your 

Superionrs have decreed you ſhould not eat, therefore now it is 

ueceſſavy for you net to eat ;' the Conncel of "Hiernſalem made 

#t xeceſſary. -No'ſuch thing,” but. heuſefh Arguments proper 

to.Chriſtians Conſciences from the Natureof the thing ;'The 

Scandal, The Contern of Gods Glory in their forbdearance. 


- $. 13. Thus far we have dealt with the reat Champion 
for the Blind Obedience of Pr oteflunts, to whom thoſe _ 
TL-L a tisfied, 
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tisfied, as to Conformity, .are ſent upon all' Occaſions, not 
onely to perſwade them raat they may, but that they are bound 
ro conform, and it is Sin and Scbiſme (and any thing ) if. they 
donot; and we hope, however unanſwerable, to be pro: 
claimed : Yet the Candid Reader will judge that he is not 
ſuch a Lyon, but he may be taken by the beard, and that with- 
out an Inchanted Hand. MAfrulta videmar & dicuntur que nou 
ſant. We have taken the more. pains to Examine this New 
Di@ate of his about The Will of God, and his Arguments for 
it, becauſe ſo much hangs upon it, that it being proved falſe 
and abſurd, . and his Arguments for it invalid. His Folio is 
of no further uſe, than to inform Men, and waen that is 
done, they ſtjll ſtand Obliged to Act accoraing to the abiding 
Opinion of their own Conſciences. 


F. 14. FThcreis yet another Farther, whom they much re- 
lie upon, but (far more ſparingly quote in this Caſe, and 
there is Reaſon for it) it is the Reverend Dr. Sanderſon (the 
late Biſhop of Lincoln) a Man, who though we know he 
differed from us, yet we muſt give him his Character, That 
we have not, nor ever had ſuchanother Adverſary. Head 
preparatum petixs for an Argument; and ſeldom determines 
a Queſtion but clearly, and diſtinctly. So as though we find 
him ſomething againlt us, yet we can underſtand him ſpeak- 
ing to the point, and clearly expreſſing, what he ſaith, Let us 
therefore hear him, and where can we better hear him,than in 
his Book of Preledions, concerning the Obligation. of Con- 
feience ? There he ſpeaketh not by the by, and collaterally, 
but purpoſely to the Queſtion, Prele&.6. F. 16 He putsthis 
Queſtion, What certainty # required in the Aind of. the In- 
feriour to ſecure himin Conſcience, that be ts not bound by the 
Law of his Superiour? To which he Anſwereth, . _ | 

i. That.if the Law be manifeſtly, and notoriouſly unjuſt, 
the Subjelt may be ſure he i not. bound by it; which ts alſotrue, 
if by a Moralcertainty he judgeth it ſimply unjuſt, having uſed 
all diligence to find out the Truth, -This is the Caſe, what 
needeth any more? But he gecs on. - RG 3154 

| 2. If 


to ar Opining Conſcience, 3g 

2.1f- be doth but think, the Command unjuTt;from ſome rooted: 
Error in Fudgment, of which he cannot caſily quit himſelf, The 
Obligation of the C ommand abideth,. notwithſtanding the Er- 
ror of his Mind, ſo that he ſinneth, if he doth not Obey, 
ut he ſhould fin in an higher degree, if he did Obey, Ertore- 
illo nondum depoſito, whiles he thinks it unlawful. | 

3. If a an doth onely from ſome light Scruple or Objettion' 


ſuſpect the Law.unjuit, he ought to contemn that Scruple and, 


Obey. 

- i isnow a Man ſpeaks like a D.vine, clearly, and di- 
ſtinctly diſtinguiſhing , betwixt a demontſtrative certainty, 
or a certainty of Faith, and a Moral certainty ; betwixt. the 
aſſent of a fixed Conſcience, and of an Opining Conſcience, 
and Scruple, or Suſpition, and determining Chriſtians Duty 
in all Caſes, and ſo ſolidly, that we believe there is no valua- 
ble Non-conformiſt. in England but will ſubſcribe what he 
ſaith ; -He durft not tell us, We muff. believe it the Will of God, 
we ſhould ſubmit to the final deciſion of Superiours, though it 
our private Opinion it utterly ſwerveth- from that which «, 
right ; he underltood Divinity a little better. And this we 
think was his laſt Reſolve in the Caſe. If his firſt Concluſion 
reach not an Opining Conſcience, which we are ſure it doth 
(if probable Arguments be oppoſed to Revelation and De- 
monſtrations , for then a oral. certainty makes but an Opi- 
nion ). yet-we weare ſure the Seconddoth. As to both he de- 
termines Ading unlawful; whichis all we contend for, = 


F. 15. Butthercis another paſſage more uſually quoted-in 
this Cale, ina Sermon which that Reverendand Learned man 
" hath on Rom. 14. 23. which we will conſider, though not 
half ſo valuable as this. | 

» Bccauſe but in a Sermon, where he ſpaketo it collate- 
rally. | 2 
* And ins Sermon Preachedin his Younger: Years : But 
neither can we find any thing there to their purpoſe, for, ha- 
ving there determined concerning 4 Conſcience fully Reſolved 
abeut the unlawfulneſs of a thing,. Vite | That a Man cannot 
| without 
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w/thout ſin do the thing ſo by his Conſcience judged unlawful, 


.He cometh, in the next place, to treat of a Mans Duty uh- 


der a doubting Conſcicnce ( where we defire the Reader to 
conlider, that he either comprehendeth the Opizing Conſcs- 
ence under the Notion of the Conſcience fully Reſolved, as one 
would think by that paſſage, S. 25. Thus is now where the 
Conſcience apparently inclineth one way; but ſay the Scales 
hang even, &c, Orelfe he quite leaps over the Opining Cor.- 
ſerence, as not ſo much concerned in his Text. FS. 25. He 


, manifeſtly ſpeaks not of it, but of ſucha Conſcience (as he 


expreſſeth himſelf) where the Scales hang even, and a Man 
cannot reſolve which way he ſhould take, And again, Y. 29. 
Anſwering the Objeition: 1 cannot ao it, it 1s againſt my Con- 
ſcience, He ſaith, Ir ts nt againſt thy Conſcience, for, doubt- 
ing u properly an indifferent motion to either part of a Contra- 
diction ;, when the Mind ts held in ſuſpence betwixt two ways, 
uncertain which to take, when the Scales hang even (as I ſaid 
before) in equilibro, This manfieſtly is not an Opining 
Conſcience, but perfefFe dubia, a Conſcience which per- 
fectly doubteth, Now, under ſuch a Complexion of Con- 
ſcience as to ſome matter of Practice he determineth, 

That if the Liberty of the Agent be determined by a Su- 
periour Power --- A Man ts bound in Conſcience to ao 
the thing Commanded. 

This is a very diſputable point in Matters wherethe Soulis 


concerned: but be it ſo or ſo, it nothing concerns us in the 


preſent Debate. That Conſcience which we are ſpeaking of 
is not a Conſcience hanging betwixt the two contradictory 
parts of a Practical Propoſition, but vpon Arguments which 
appear to it very probable, (tHough not demonſtrative) 
ſtrongly inclining to judge one part unlawful, and that the 
part:Commanded, - and Morally certain of it, The Queſti- 


on is, Whether this Man can do itor no, becauſe he is not, 


as Hooker faith, fully and. ſertledly perſwaded, or becauſe, 
as others ſay it is, wor plainly, and demonſtratively, and ap- 
parently evil, tending to debanch Men in their apprehenſions of 
the.God-head, &c,. .Toxthis Dr.. Sanderſon either' _ no- 
tning, 
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thing, or ſpeaks quite contrary; for indeed here the Con- 
ſcience 15 repugnant ; in which Caſe, like a good Profeltant 
Divine, he cetermines quite contrary to our Meorericks, F. 
29. That no Repeth nor Circumſtance whatſoever can free ſuch. 
an Aition from ſin, 


$. 16, Wefind a late Caſui.t ſpeaking as honeſtly, Itis 
Mr. Fulwood ( whom the Author of Toleration not to be abu- 
ſed, .declarcs bimſelf ſo much pleated with, that he allures - 
us, he is much of his Mind) and it is in one of the three 
Books he is in ſuch Lgye with, Entituled, Some neceſſ#y 
and ſeaſonable Caſes, W126. though he adviſeth , That in 
ſuch Caſes where things are Commanded, which the Inferiour 
Fud-eth unlawful,” Men ſhould ſuſpett their private Fudg ments, 
and read, and ſearch ſtill yet, at lait, (faith he) if rhe. 
thing required appear to thee ſinful ſtill; Thou art bound to 
the Peace of thy own Conſcience, Goas Vice-gerent within thee, 
and thou mayeft not Obey, How come we then to be Felors 
de ſe. and Sacrilegiows ? Stealing our ſelves out of the Mi- 
niſtry, when this is plainly the cafe. Nothing could be ſpo- 
ken more truly, or like a Divine; and it ſpeaks the more 
honeſty in Mr, Fxlwood, becauſe in ſaying this he ſpake a-: 
gain{t himſelf, kicking down all the good Milk, which his 
Gonformable Brethren thought he had given in thoſe three: 
Books. | | : | 


-- S. 17. We find another. Recent Do&er, in a Pamphlet,. 
called Pulpit Conceptions : Popular deceptions ; nibbling; 'and- 
but nibbling at this moſt important Queſtion, p. 61, He: 
forms an Objection thus. | 
But - ſuppoſe 1:ſhould Seruple my 'Obeazence, thinking my 
| Superiours impoſitions tobe. againſt the Command of 
God: Why, inthisxafſe I am. Obliged to lay afide my 
Scruples, and to bring ſuch thoughts into Captivity to 
the Obedience of Chriſt, who hath commanded me to 
Obey thoſe that have the Rule over me, Pulpit Con- 
15,200 CEpt, PI6as 1-H I as BN 
bo.” Right, 
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Right, But had we beenany of us at this Doftors Elbow, 
who#hus dictates, we would have told him, Dottor, this 
none will deny you; but they are not Scrwples-that are 1n 
our way, but great” Maſſie ſtones, called Dialett:ck 4-r; 
ments; yea, almoſt Afill-ftonrs : that is, we have 10! 0: 
ly a Jealouſie, or Suſpition, or Fear, that the thing 21 * 
unlawful: Bur weare as ſure of it as we can be of any t:;; 
that it is not pſ@s ſaid in Scripture, nor the Object of ©. 
Senſe, nor demonſtrable from certain and neceſſary cauſes. 
Good Dotter, ſpeak to the purpoſe; may we Act againit tac 
Fdgment of our Conſciences, pol from theſe, or no ? 


The Men you deal with in that Boo many of them Men 
of great Learning and Reaſon, whoſe Arguments none in 
in their wits will think you have Anſwered in that Book. 
What ſhall be done in-this caſe, Doctor ? Speak to the point, 
Is there nothing to do, but «p and ride your pace ? Where's 
the Sreirrup, we ſce the Whip, but we ſee not that. Scra- 
plows DoCtor, you know it is a /ittle fone, a thing without 
the Foot .C much like an 1pſe dixir foran Argument to prove 
an ation Lawful). if a Man indeed hath ſuch a thing in his 
ſhooe vexing his Foot, -it is-an .cafie thing for him to pull it 
out, and caſe :himſelf, and run preſently, But ſuppoſe a 
Man hath the Gour, -or ſome tntrinſick, Humour, which La- 
meth him; is-it-no more than to ſay, up, and Run? Good 
Do&tor, he muſt be cured firlt, I hope. The Divines which 
you have to deal with, have ſuch impediments, entrinſick 
Arguments, which maketh the unlawfulneſs:of the things Te- 
quired very probable to them. If you will call them Scru- 
v/es, they cannot help that, but they are no more of Kin to 
hem, than a grain of Sand is toa Mill-ſtone, They are ready 
' > Argue the Caſe with you at any fair Barr of any Reformed 
Church in Exrope : You have their Arguments: Againſt 
Set Forms of Prayer to be impoſed upon all Miniſters, in Mr. 
Cottons Diſcourſe againſt Set Forms, Againſt the Ceremo- 
Hes, in Dr. Ames his Freſh Suit, In the Diſpute againſt 
Engliſh Ceremonies, in Mr. Bradſhaw's Books. Againſt Re- 
1adination, in R, A. his Letter to a Friend,Printed 3661.and 

| A 


fo an Opining Conſcience. 43 
A Seriou Review of Presbyters Re-ordination by Biſhops , 
Printed about the ſame time. 'As alſo in Altare Damaſce- 
um, upon the two firſt Heads: Beſides many other Books 
they could never yet ſee Anſwered. What ſhall theſe Men 
do? You hear what they ſay; you ſay nothing, but rail at 
them, and conclude them peeviſh, wilful, ungovernable,with- 
out Anſwering an Argument, but taking it for granted ( as a 
late Triumphant Author) that they think all Lawful, onely 
Scruple oftending their Party. Will you tell them as you do, 
Pp. 61, 62,63, That elior et conditiopoſſudentis, He that 
7 in poſſeſſion hath the bettter Intereſt, and that he poſſeſſed 
of his Right in Commanding, ts unqueſtionable; and therefore 
they are bound, in Conſcience, to fland to his Command, till 
zt be evinced that his command 1 of a-thing that is ſinful, or a- 
bove the Sphear of his Authority, Alas! they will preſently 
grant it you, with this difference, They will tell you, they 
will not ſay, their Superiour Commands things which are 
apparently , and demonſtrably ſinful, But the things Com- 
manded are to them ſinful, being ſuch as their Conſciences ſo 
Judge, and that from Arguments which appear to them 
highly probable, enough to beget in them a Moral certainty. 
You gag them at the Preſs, what you can, but they have 
found times from thence to tell you what thoſe Arguments 
are; whatis their Anſwer? You are 4 Company of, pecviſh, 
factious, . Schiſmatical Fellows. Is this Righteous dealing ? 
Or had not theſe kind of Anſwerers, think you, need of ſome 
mure Righteouſneſs than their own works, to jutific them ? 
They will preſently grant, That the Saperiour is poſſeſſed of 
an unque:tionable Right ro Command in ſuch things, as God 
by his Word hath not forbidden, either by ſome particular 
word, or by ſome gencral Law, requiring every one to uſe 
their Power derived from God, for good, for Edification, 
not for Deſtrultion; to uſciit ſo, as not to deſtroy Soxls, for 
whom Chriſt dyed. And to all ſuch Commands, they profeſs 
themſelves ready to ſtand, | 
And further, waen you have proved, that either the Word 
of God, or'tight Reaſon hath put the Superiour in a poſſeſſion 
| | G of 
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of a larger Right than this is. They will tell you, That the 
King of Spain ig ina poſſeſſion too of a Right to Command z 
ſo was Queen ary here in England, who Commanded ma- 
ny things, ſhe, or her Biſhops, or both 5; which Cranmer, 
Hooper, Ridley, Latimer, &Cc. in their Conſciences judged 
unlawful ; how was it Evizced (to uſe your term) to thoſe 
and other good Men, that what theſe their Superiours Com- 
manded, was unlawful? The P:hops affirmed them Lawful, 
fo that (according to the Modern Divinity) the azlawfulxeſs 
of them could be but the Sufferers private Opinion, -and that 
againſt the Church, Did theſe Men ſin, in_not doing the 
things required ? Did they dye as Fools dye? Or did they 
do their Duty in chuſing to Suffer rather than Act? If the lat- 
ter, why may not others do the ſame? Will you fay, be- 
cauſe thoſe things to the Martyrs were evinced unlawful, We: 
ask, how were they evinced ? Did they plead Scriptures a- 
eain(t thoſe things, and do not the Non-Conformiits. do ſo 
now ? Had they not a far greater appearance of Scripture 
for Tranſubſtantiation, in that Text, This is my Body, than 
any can bring for a Liturgy, a Surplis, &c, Will you ſay, 
the Scriptures now pleaded,are wrelted,and miſ-underſtood ?' 
Would not Bonxer and Gardiner ſay ſo then? Shall the Ma- 
Siſtrate now determine betwixt the Biſhops and diſſenters ? 
And had not Queen ſary the ſame Right? Or (at leali)ſhe 
and her Parliament * See where you are, Doctor. Who 
ſhal) Judge whether your oppoſite Objections be Scruples , 
Doubts, or Opinions? Shall the Supreme Magiſtrate or the 
Biſhops? Had not Queen Mary and her Biſhops the fame 
Right? And then all thoſe Holy Men dyed, as the Papitts ſay, 
25 Rebels and Traytors, and thoſe things were all ſuffered in. 
vain, You have no way to avoid this, unleſs you will ſay, 
Queen Mary and her Biſhops-were no Superiours;z' for you: 
know, Qnod convenit alicni qua tals, conventt owns tals. But: 
it may be when this DoGor writes next, he will think himſelf: 
Obliged to ſpeak ſtrictly, and not confound, a Doubring ,. 
Sernpulous,and an Opining Conſcience. Any School-man, or 
Caſuiſt will ſhew him the difference betwixt them. - _  : : 
| 8.18, The 
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S$. 18, Thelaſt wefſhall take Notice of, ſpeaking in this 
Caſe, is one, who calls himſelf Irenexs. Freeman, ina Trea- 
tiſe ttiled by him, The Reafonablencſs of Divine Service, p. 
33. hetelleth us right, That there ave but a few Aitions but 
are diſputable ; and ------ ln d:ſputable Attions, we muſt Obey 
our Superiours Commands, This is now right down, that is, 
There are very few Altions, but let our own Conſciences ſay 
what they will to 14 againſt them, if our Superiours Command 
#4 to do them, we muſt do them: Or ſay what they will 
' for them , if the Magiltrate Command us to forbear 
them, we muſt forbear them. In p. 15. Thoſe he had 
to deal with having ſaid, that it was notclear to them, That 
it was Lawful for all Perſons at all times to limit themſelves in 
_— by any ſtinted Forms, This acute Author roundly tells 
them. - 
« The Lawfulneſs of an Action is not clear to him that 
& doubteth of its Lawfulneſs,not being certain that the Action 
<« is Lawful, nor yet certain that it is unlawful.” But yt ſuch 
&« 4 Man is bound to do the Action when Commanded by the 
« Magiſtrate. The Reaſon is, Becauſe it is certain the Ma- 
<< si{trate is to be Obeyed, Commanding Lawful things. But 
tt 1s uncertain whether the thing be unlawful; it is ſafer to 
.« Obey doubtingly, than to diſobey doubtingly. 
Now,- in theſe wards, there is either a Notorious Cheat, 
orelſe a-Potion of Divinity, which taken down, will bring 
<up all our Proteſtant Religion : If there be a Cheat, it lyes 
in thoſe words, Doubting, and Certain; - A Conſcience may 
be ſaid to be doubting, cither f#»541y,or largely. Strictly,Biſhop 
Sanderſon tells us what a doubting Conſcience is, when the 
-Mind 15 pendulous, the Scales hang even: a Man hath as 
.much: to-ſay for the Lawfulneſs of .an Action, as for the un- 
-lawfulnefſs. - - Largely, :One -that-is-meerly Jealous, .Scrupu- 
lous, or Suſpitious of an Action,may be ſaid to doubr. .” : - 
-.2, One that is notfullyperſwaded>thing is unlawful, but 
upon Arguments, which he'udgeth very probable, he'be- 
lievethit-unlawfnl. Apgain,a Man may becertain of a thing, 
by a certainty of Faith, believing a Diwine [Revelation,- or 
ebyza certainty of Senſe, or ariſing from Demonſtration. X 
G 2 | 2. 
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2. A Man may be orally certain, and of moſt things we 
have no other certainty than this latter. If this Author had 
not deſigned to cheat his Reader, he would have ſpoken di- 
ſtintly ( as we ſhewed Dr. Sanderſon did ) when he ſpeak- . 
cth of Doabring, he mult either ſay nothing to the purpoſe, 
for he knows his Adverſaries have given him Arguments , 
which appear to them very probable why they Judge the 
things required unlawful. Orelſe he mult mean, that if a 
Man hath any doxbr, and be not fully perſwaded, that the 
Action is unlawful,though he hath never ſo many Arguments, 
which make it appear to him probably ſuch: Netwithſtand- 
ing tkem, he is bound to do the thing, Now, if this be his 
Sencc, he ſaith that which is not to be made good by any but 
Mr. #ooker's Principles, before ſpoken to, and that which 
I will think never any Proteſtant ſpake before him. For his 
Rule of Tere certum, relinque incertum ; beſides that, it mult 
be underſtood of the two parts of the: ſame Propoſition, not 
of two diftinit Propoſitions ( as he wrings it.) By his leave 
that ts net uncertain, of which we are orally certain. 

Nor 3. ls it certain, or can be to any Soul,cither by Fazth, 
or Mathematical.y, or Morally, That the Superionr 5 1n all 
things to be Obeyed: Nay, the contrary is certain, Nor isit 
certain that he1s to be Obeyed in things, which che Inferiour, 
upon Arguments which he judgeth very probable, Fudgerh 
unlawful fer him to do, For his confounding the Notions of 
Diſputable, and uncertain, itis ridiculous ; for if all things 
diſputable be therefore uncertain, becauſe they are diſputed, * 
and that by ſome Learned Men too, whether the particular 
Soul, diſpute them or no. There's hardly an Article of our 
Faith will be left us cer:a:z, or indeed any thing elſe but one- 
ly this, That we muſt Obey our Superiours, In the mean time, 
Reader, Obſerve whither theſe Modern Caſuiſts are dri- 
ving. 
: . There are few Adtons (he might have added Propoſi- 
tions t00)) that are not Diſputable, Freeman, p. 33. 

2. In Diſputable Aﬀions we muſt Obey Superionrs, Com- 
wands, ibid, p. 15. 

| 3. Yea, 
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3. Yea, we mult Obey, though we doubt, z. e. though 
vpon Arguments which to us appear very probable; we think 
the things unlawful to be done, becauſe it i certain ( faith 
Freeman) That Superiours are to be Obeyed in things Lawfut, 
and in diſputable things it ts uncertain that what « required. 
unlawful, 

4. Ergo. There are very few Attions, but if we be Com- 
manded this or that part,let our Conſciences ſay what they well, 
we uſt do as we are Commanded. 


FS. 19. Theſe now are Doctrines not fit to be openly, and. 
p'ainly afſerted in this Noon-day of Truth, Therefore the 
particular Judgments of Private Perſons, Founded on Argu- 
ments, which to them ſcem very probable, and inferr.a Mo- 
ral certainty,mu{t be confounded with the Notions of Doxbrs, 
Scruples, Fears, Fealouſjes, Tet this Doctrine obtain a lit- 
tle, and let the World Judge, if the exploded, brutiſh , ods- 
015 Doctrine of Blind Obedience (the Pillar, and Baſts of 
Popery) be not by ſlight of hand cltabliſhed. The. Conſe- 
quence of this Doctrine, if true, would be this, That Men. 
need no more look to Scripture, to ſee whether an Altion were 
Lawful or no, but look, upon it as the Will ef God; to believe 
as the Church believeth, and do as their Superiours command. 
without any regard to the command of God, Of this, more 
anon, 

$. 20. The Advantage of this Doctrine ( pretended ) is. 
Peace, by which they can mean no more, than an outward. 
Harmony in Action, | 

2. The ſtretching the bounds of Morality, For, if two. 
ſucceſſive Superiours Command me the two. contradiQory 
parts bf the ſimpg Propoſition: One Commands me to go-to. 
Church: Another, to tarry at home,and I am bound:to Obey 
in things diſputable; it muſt follow, that all things in the 
World that are diſputable, are ind;fferb#r.. Now, there be- 
ing (as Mr. Freeman ſaith) few altions not Diſputable. It 
muſt follow,, that there are few Praitical Propoſetions, but a 
Man,. 
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Man, as to them may .do what he liſt, take what part he 
plcaſeth; ſoall things ſhall become Lawful, But now 4he 
woful diſadvantage of it, is, that he who practiſeth accor- 
ding to theſe Principles, | 
I. Shall be ſure to have no Peace in his Conſcience, but a 
continual regret within bimſelf. 
2. He wil beatlaFft damned, For ( ſaith the Apoſtle ) ne 
that doubteth, is damned if be eateth, Rom. 14, Except ſome- 
body can prove what hath been impudently enough ſaid, That 
Supertours muſt another day anſwer to God for all the (inful 
ations which their Inferiours have done at their command, ( a 
Doctrine no Superiour hath cauſe to thank them for.) Nor 
is there any way to avoid the fir{t, unleſs it were poſſible for 
Men to _perſwade themſelves, as Mr. Hooker would have 
them, That it is the Will of Godythat in Litigious and controver- 
red caſes of ſuch Quality, Men ſhould ſubmit to the judgment of 
final deciſion; though in their private Opinions they Fudge it ut- 
rerly to ſwerve from that which ts right ; as to which we have 
ſaid enough. We therefore tick tothe Proteſtant Doctrine, 
That #t is not Lawful, under any circumſtance of Com- 
mand, to alt againſt an Opining Conſcience, 
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CHAP. .IV. 


The Queſtion ſtated; It isproved, that it is not Laws 
ful to AF contrary to the Opinion of a Mans parti- 
calar Conſcience, by five Arguments; becauſe the 

' particular Conſcience is the Proximate Rule of AFi- 
on , granted by all Divines. _ Becauſe of that Text, 
Rom. 14. 23. Becauſe it SubjeFs a Man to conti- 
anal Terrors of Conſcience. The contrary Principle 
over-throws the Natural Order of the Souls Operati- 

. on, aud plucks up 4 great Pillar of the Freon 
Religion, and would make the Scriptures and Ar- 
gumentative Books of little Uſe but to Torment 
Men. rf 0 pen 


S.'r; VE come now to aflert our Propoſetion,, That ut 

VV #s not Lawfub for any Perſon to alt againſt art 
Opining Conſpience, 1.e. ( as wehave largely opened ); That, 
ſuppoſing & Perſon, though-he hath not demonſtrative Ar- 
guments, 'to prove thisor that unlawful, which he is required: 
todo - Yet if he hath formed up a particular Judgment of 
Conſcience, from Arguments, which feem to him very pro-- 
bable, ſoashecannot Anſwerthem, nor reſt ſatisfied in the: 
Anſwers of others, - while he fo:judgeth, it is-fin and wicked- 
neſs in'him, eſpecially 'in' Matters which concern: the Wor- 
ſhip of God,"'/ts do-that"Adtion,: however required: of hind. 
This we ſhall make good by ſeveral Arguments. 


S. 2. 1. To ſwerve from what God hath made the Proxi«- 
mate Rule of our attions,ts ſinful. But to att contrary to the Opi- 
710n-of our-own Conſciences, ts. to:ſwerve from-whati God bath: 
made the Proximate Rule-ofi\onr'  Attions +-» Therefore it is 
finful. The" Major can with no Modeity bedenyed ; for,what 
is fin, but a Tranſgreſſion of, or deviation: from the Rule of 

ay 
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our ations? The Minor is as Evident, It is granted by all 
Divines we have met with, both Popsſh and Proteſtant, that 
the Prattical Conſcience is the Proximate Rule of our Actions; 
nor did we. ever meet with it denyed by any Learncd Man. 
And indeed it muſt beſo; For, That Gods Word and Law is 
the Remore Rule, mult Le owned, Now, we would ask how 
we ſhall know what the Will of God in his Word is, but by the 
Judgment of our particular conſciences at laſt, be the Will 
of Godin it ſelf what it will: The Will of God to us mutt 
be Interpreted as to Practiſe by our own Fudgments and appre- 
benſions, Hence Dr. Ames ſaith well, that he who acteth 
againſt his Conſcience, Interpretatively aits againſt the Will 
of God. . And Filiucius ſaith right; ſuch Ations declare,that 
Men chuſe, and love fin: For fo far as they know what is (in- 
ful, they doſin; and if they miſs of ſinning in their Actions, 
it is but 4s the blind Man hits the Crow, there's no thank to 
them; out of choyce they fin: Jr # involnntarily, if they do 
that which is right. No Action materially good, can pofli- 
bly be ſo formally, if done contrary to the Judgment of our 
Conſcience. becauſe it is impoſſible it ſhould have the con- 
currence of the Will, whiles the Practical Conſcience ſaith 
it-ought not be done, The Wil cannot will what it judgeth 
evil, it may indeed be miſ-guided by the Underſtanding, but 
it cannot will evil, ſab ratione mali; and ſo conſequentially 
cannot w-/l what the Conſcience tclleth the Man he ought 
nottodo. Soas indeedit is but a Natural Principle, Thar the 
Prattical Conſcience is, and muff be the Proximate Rule of our 
aitions, Filucius faith right, thatthe Law of God, andthe 
Law of Nature reſpeQeth our Aftions as they are free, which 
they cannot be, unleſs they procced a Principio cognoſcente, 
from a knowing Principle within our ſelves. We proceed 
' to a ſecond Argument. 


F. 3.. That Principle which allowed perverteth the whole Or- 
der of Natnre in the operations of a Reaſonable ſoul, muſt be 
falſe. Brut this opinion, That it s Lawful for us to alt contra- 
ry to what appears to  Lawful, from probable arguments, 
; oervertethy 
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perverteth the whole Order of Nature in the Operations of a 
Reaſonable Soul --- Ergo, The Major needeth no proof to 
any who will believe, that it is not tha Will of God, a Man 
ſhould be Metamorphoſed into a Beaſt. So that all our bu- 
fineſs muſt be to prove the M4inor, To which purpoſe let us 
but take a view ot. the Noblelit Empire in the World, I mean, 
that of Reaſon in Man; and Obſerveth the Order which 
God hath (by the Law of Nature preſcribed) by which 
Reaſon, fitting as a Queen, ſhould Rule there. . 

The Well is the great A/ini/fter in this State, the great 
wheel, which by its imperate Acts moveth the whole Man, 
The Object of it is Good or Evil; about theſe two it is Exer- 
ciſed, chuſing the former, refuſing the latter, and then Com. 
manding all the Inferiour Faculties of the Soul, and M:m- 
bers of the Budy, to move according to its judgment and 
Choice, The Phzlopſoher telleth us, The Will zs blind? and 
that its work is onely to keep its Seat, and Judge, and Com- 
mand. The Underitanding ſerves it with the Nofion of 
things that takes cogniſance of them, diſcerns, and repre- 
ſents them as true, or falſe; whether reference to Spccula- 
tion or Practice, The Underitanding in its work is ſerved 
by the Interior and exterggr Senſes, So then this is the Or- 
der of the Ceaſonable Soul in Man, whereas all Objects are 
either Senſible, Rational, or Spiritual, Tne exterior Sen- 
ſes, the Eye and Ear, &c. bring Intelligence of ſenſible Ob- 
jects. The Fancy, Memory, and Imaginative Power bring 

Intelligence of Objects proper to their Sphear. The Under- 

ſtanding takes notice of all Propoſitions thus brought in to it, 

diſcerneth them, and judgeth concerning them, whether they 
be true or falſe according to Principles of Senſe, Reaſon, and 

Revelation, according to the variety of the Matter; upon 

this the Will maaketh its choice, Thoſe which the Undet- 

ſtanding diſcerneth rr#e and good, it willeth and chuſeth ; 
what i2 diſcerns falſe and evil, it refuſetk, nillete, and re- 
jeeth; and accordingly Commandeth the Soul to believe, 
or not believe; to love, orhate; todelire, or flee from what- 
ſocver the Underſtanding diſcerneth, and judgeth evil and 

| H : nox1ous. 
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noxious. Here now is the Government of a Reaſonable 
Sou!, Now, lct us Obſerve how guilty the Principle we op- 
poſe is of Treaſon and Sedition againſt this NVoble Govern- 
ment of the Soul inſtituted in it by God himſelf, Wecannot 
make a better Judgment, than by putting 2 particular caſe, 
Suppoſe this the Propoſition, | 

It is, or it is not Lawful for Perſons once Ordained to be 
re-ordained, 

The Caſe nov is to be Judged in the Court of Reaſon. 

r. 7: Senſes vring inthis Propoſition; as what they have 
ſome vheic ſeen or heard to be brought into Practice. Upon 
this t!:c Courtof the Reaſonable Underſtanding taketh cog- 
niſance of it, The Underſtanding diſcerns it a Propoſition - 
relating to /nſtitrited Worſhip, and that the Truth concerning 
it, is to be determined; not from Principles of Senſe, or Prin- 
ciples of Natural Reaſon, but from Scripture and Reaſon 
working upon things Revealed, and comparing things Spiri- 
tual with Spiritual, The Eyeis therefore employed to Read 
what can be. The Ear to hear on all ſides whit is fpoken 
about it. The Fancy or Imagination is alſo ſet on work to 
find out Mediums to prove the one part or other, and ſo the 
thi-g cometh with all theſe helps t@be Diſcourſed by the ſoul 
within it ſclf, Then the Vnderftanding diſcerneth and judgeth 
which part of the Propoſition is true, and conſequently, fit 
to be Practiſed; which is falſe, and fit to be rejefted. It 
either concludes onepart Demonſtratively, and certainly falſe, 
or probably, and in all likelihvod falſe; or elſe it hangs in 
equilibrio, not knowing what to determine. In the preſent 
Caſe we ſuppoſe the Vnderſtanding to bring in its report in 
this Senſe, | 

As to this Pratical Queſtion, Whether it be Lawful for 

them, who by Minifters have been Ordained and made 
AAiniſters, tobe re-ordained, and made, firft, Deacons, 
then Prieſts, by Biſhops, 

I have done my beſt to try the Truth or Falſhood of either 
part. The Eyes and Ears have given mean account of what 
_ they have ſeen in any Books, or heard from any Diſcourſes of 

Eearned 
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Learned Men about it. The Fancy hath alſo been employed 
to weigh, and conſider Propoſitions to conſider Arguments 
brought by others on one ſide, and the other; and deviſe e- 
diums for one part, and for the other. Now, upon my ut- 
moſt Judgment of the thing from weighing Arguments on all 
ſides, it is not demonſtratively certain, that th's Propoſition 
is falſe. That Perſons once Ordained, may not be re-ordained, + 
and that a Submiſſion to ſuch a re-ordination would be ſinful : 
Bur it doth appear to me very probably ſo; I cannot Anſwer 
the Arguments which I have taought on, or others have 
brought to proveit ſo; and though I dare not arrogate in- 
fallibility to my ſelf, and determine the Arguments I have 
for the Negative unanſwerable; yet I can find no Anſwer I 
can acquieſce in, and ſo far as I can judge, it is ſinful; and will 
certainly. iſſue in horror of Conſcience, or Eternal Damnati- 
07, or both, without pardoning Mercy. Now, the buſineſs 
is ripe for the Will's Eleftion, W hat ſhall the 1! do ? Shall 
it, can it (notwithſtanding this) chuſe the thing, and com- 
mand the ſoul, to will, deſire, embrace it, or the outward 

an todo it, becauſe it is Commanded. If this be not to 

turn a Manintoa Beaſt, to turn the Rational ſoul out of doors, 
and ſet a Man with his heels upward, and to pervert the Na- 

tural Order of the Souls Operations, we know not what 
is? | : 


S. 4. Willany ſay, the Caſe is here partially repreſented, 
becauſe under the Circumſtance of Superiours Command. The 
Underitanding hath alſo a report to bring in about that Pro. 
poſition, That it is by Divine Precept neceſſary to Obey Supe- 
riours, We Anſwer, if the Propoſition be laid down ſo Uni- 
verſal, the Underſtanding muſt either Deny it, or d;ſtinguzſh 
about it. It muſt therefore be enely laid down thus. 

In all Lawful things it 1s neceſſary to obey Superiours, 

Now, it hinders not, -for this is 73 «x «ex# this is the Que- 
ſtion, whether the thing be Lawful or ao: The Soul-judgeth 
otherwiſe. Now, we would gladly know of our Modern 
Caſuiſts, Whether the Law of __ having obliged the Will 
; 2 50 
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ts move According to the ailtate of the UnderFtanding, ie be 
poſſible that a rational Soul without preſumptuons ſinning, and 
offering violence to the very Law and Prinofples of Humane 
Nature, ſhould, will, chuſe, command, or allow a thing ſo 
repreſented toit as before, probably unlawful. Waat we can- 
no: apprenend good, I hope we cannot will it, for this were 
*20 will evil under the Notion o! evil (a thing Naturally im- 
poſſible. ) Now, how ſhal!;: j:dge that good { being to take 
all its Evidence from the inlet) which the underſtand- 
ing judgeth falſe, and naugni? Will any one ſay, that it is 
poſſible that from extrinſecal Arguments (ſuch as the Autho- 
rity, and Teitimony of Men, the Will and Command of 
Superiours ) ec. it may judge that true-and good, which 
from intrinſecal Arguments, it judgeth falſe and naught. This: 
ts indecd the Feſnites Dottrine, ( Yet they will notallow a 
Supcriours merum imperinm, a ſufficient Topick in the caſe ) 
but as was ſaid before, it is juſtly abominated by all Prote- 
ftants, of what ſort, ſize, or perſwaſion ſoever. 


FS. 5. Exabundanti, if any willhe ſo vain, as to ſay, the 
Eoul hath warrant enough to judge the thing probably Lawful, 
becauſe Superiours bave Commanded it; when in the mean 
time from Arguments appearing to it very probable, it judg- 
eth it ſinful and unlawful, We would gladly know, from 
what Principles it ſhould form ſuch a Judgment 3 the Princi- 
ple muſt beone of theſe. 

1. Either theſe Superionrs are Infallible, ſo am not I in the 
Exerciſe of my Reaſon. Soinded the Papiſis hold, as to the 
Pope, and ſo may be juſtified in their perverſe Judgments in 
this caſe from that Maxime, Evv35 dJoae Polv]os T axaa tms]as. 
Granting one abſurdity, a thouſand will follow : But all Pro- 
teſtants reſerve Infallibility from him, who is Truth it ſelf, 
and-deny it to any Creature, $ 

2. It muit therefore be this Principle : / Though Swuperionrs 
be fallible, yet it is better their Fudgments ( though in fol- 
lowing them there be a danger of a troubled Conſcience, and 
eternal damnation) than my own, Butis it poſhble an inge- 
NUOUS,z 
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nuons, Rational Soul ſhould ſo Judge ? This being neither 
ſ<nſibly, nor rationally demontirable : It is impoſſible that 
the Soul thoald apprehend any ſuch thing but upon Revelats- 
on, It ofult teerefore (as Houker ſaith) appear to be The 
will of God; andto that (as to the highelt Reaſon) (if it. 
ca be ſhewed)) *Reaſon Sandtified and Regulated by Religi- 

on, will ſubmit. Aut alas! who ſhall thew us any ſuch Text ? 
Ante retro Simveus fluet, &c, Wuillthey urge Rom, 13. Let 
every Soul be ſubjett.to rhe Higher Powers, and other Texts 
of the like import. We allow the Scripture, we ſay, the 

' matter to be our Duty, but we ſay, it mult be in things which 
do not appear to us ſinful and wicked (this were toſet up ſome 
higher than the highelt?) Othcrwiſe the Apo'tles, Acts 3: 
much errcd, notonely in.their Practice, but in their Princi-- 
ple too there laid down, It zs better to obey God than Man: 
In vain had they ſaid that, if every Obedience to Man as.a 
Superiour were, eo nomine, Obedience to God, will any ſay? 
Bur rhis was where a Magiſtrate Commanded a thing unlawful. 
How did that appear, but by the dittate of their Conſciences ? 

It indeed now doth otherwiſe appear to us,. becauſe the Scrip- - 

ture ſo repreſents it ſince written; but how did it appear to 

them otherwiſe? Why might not the Magiſtrate have then 

' told them, as ſome now Interpret that revealed will of God 

to us. He that doubteth, is damneg, if he eateth; that is, 

( except his Superiour Commands $ to eat.) And why 

might not Nebrchadnezzar have toldAthe three Children, .It is 

true, God had forbidden them to Worſhip Graven Images, 

Lut it muſt be underftood, excegt the Magiſtrate Commanded 

them ſo to do: But this Objection is too ridiculous to Anſwer 

further. Let this be enough for our Second Argument, 


S. 5. We procced to a Third Argument, which we form 
thus. : RE | 
For any Perſow to do that in the doing of which he can ne- 
ver have any quiet, and peace in his own Conſcience, us ſinful 
and wicked, | 

But for a Man to Att (under any Circumſtance ) contrary 
$0. 
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ro the Opinion of his own Conſcience, ts to do that, in the do- 
irig of which he can never have any quiet, and Peace in his 
own Conſcicace, --- Ergo, 

We are much at loſs to fancy which Propoſition any can 
be hardy enough todeny. Will any deny the 21ajor ? Sure- 
ly Charity begins at home; and every Man,, in the tirſt place, 
is bound to keep Quiet within himſelf, if he can. Thos art 

bound io the Peace of thy dwn Conſcience, Thin canſt not 
Obey ( faith Mr. Fulwood, in the place before cited) a very 
remarkable Sentence for the Author of the Doirine of 
Schiſm, to think upon profeſſing ſo much oneneſs of mind 
with Mr. Fulwood, in that Book ) and certainly, he is the 
greateſt Self-deitroyer in the World, that doth not firſt look 
- in his Actions, to ſecure the Peace of his Conſcience. Next, 
throwing a Man's ſelf into Hell, the greateſt miſchief he can 
do himſelf, is to ſet his Conſcience upon a continual belch- 
ing in his Face, 


8. 6. For the Minor: Tt is as plain, for he muſt have a 
dull, a very dull and lazy Conſcience, that will let him Act 
contrary to its Judgment, and yet be quiet, and not conti- 

-nually tell him, thou ſubjeeſt thy ſelf to the wrath of God, 
thou ſinneſt wilfully, preſumptuouſly ; and there is nothing 

' remains for thee, but either a quick Repentance, a ſorrow 
for what thou haſt done, anda leaving off to do it any more; 
or a certain dreadful logking for of Divine and fiery Indigna- 
tion. 


8. 7. Will any ſay, why ſhould not a Man's Conſcience 
beas unquiet whilea man contrary. to the Command of God 
for Obeying Superiours, doth not Obey them? The Anſwer 
'1seaſte. No Law of God Obligeth a man to Obey Superi- 
- ours in things which he verily believcth are unlawful ; about 

other things we have no Diſpute. This Argument is ſo Evi- 
dent, as it needethnot more words, We therefore proceed 
_ .toafourth, 
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$. 8. He that doubteth s damned, if ke eateth ; and what- 
ſoever ut not of Faith, 1s ſin, Rom. 14.23. 

But he who doth that, which upon probable Arguments he 
verily believeth unlawful ; doubreth, and yet attethnd atteth. 
ot of Faith, =---- ergohe ſinneth, ts damned, QC. 

The Propoſition is the Apoſtles, Rom, 14. 23. therefore 
not to be denyed ; but yct we find ſome, who will not allow - 
ita Propoſition of immutable Truth, but with ſome Circum- 
ſtances. That is («s they expound themſelves ) if the Per- 
ſon be ſui juris, at Liberty, and Perfettly in his own Power, 
not xequired to do the thing, by the Command of his Supe- 
rionrs, of the Lawfulneſs of which he doubteth : But (ſay 
they) if the Superiour Commandeth, then he who doth the - 
ing, (though he doubteth of the Lawfulneſsof it.) runneth 
ro gu111r, no hazard of Damnation, Now, we would fain 
believe this if we could, for it would eaſe us of many per- _ 
plexing thoughts, but we.cannot, for theſe Reaſons, among(t | 


others. 


8. 9. Firit, becauſe what the Apoſtle ſaith, ſeemeth to us 
but to be according to the Law, and Order of Nature in a Ya. 
tional Soul, That the Underſtanding ſhould firſt repreſent 
that as true, and good, and therefore Elgible, which the. 
Will rhould chuſe. 


F. 10.. Becauſe it ſeemeth ro #4 poſſible by admitting their 
Interpretation to' elude the whole Law of God, and make any 
thing Lawful, For what Reaſon can there be, why what 
God ſaith in one place, ſhould be underitood with that limi- 
. tation, and not what he ſaithin another? Why may we not 
Venerate Images, Go to Maſs, Pray for the Dead, Prophane 
the Sabbath, Uſe Oyl, Spittle, Cream, &c. in Baptiſm, if 
the Superiour Commandeth, as well as wear « Surpls, uſe 
the Croſs in Baptiſm, &c. Doth any one doubt whether 
theſe things be Lawful or no, or upon probable Arguments, 
believe the contrary ? And is he reltrained by this Text ? Not 
at. 
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et all by this Interpretation'; if Supcriovrs Command theſe, 
or any of theſe things, will any ſay, That this Text ſpeaks 
of things onely in their own Nature indiffererit ? We ask, 
who ſhall Judge what thoſe things are ? Shall the Superiour ? 
If ſo, what we ſaid, holdeth; for it is not to be preſumed, 
he would Command them, if he judgeth them ſinful. Sha'l 
the Inferiour? He Judgeth them from probable Arguments 
Unlawful. 


8. 11, Thirdly, Becauſe ( whatſoever ſome Modern Do- 
Ctors ſay) We ſee no Scripture Tranſlating the guilt of any 
Perſonal Altion of ours to our Saperiours, which in Reaſon we 
ſhould find, if his Command would Fuſftifie ts, in doing any 
thing we judge wicked, Fſpccially conſidering, that whether 
we Judge it right orno, it may in it ſelf be ſinful, and there- 
fore we had need have our Souls ſecured, as to the guilt of ir. 
_ We think, with the Apoſtle, that Sins an Anomzie; a tranſ- 

orcſhon of the Law, by Omiſſion, or Commiſſion, or Non- 
conformity, how we believe, that there is an inſeparable 
ouilt which he cleaves to every Omſs:0 or Oblique Aion: 
every ſin bindeth over the Doer or Omitter to an Eternal 
death: *and want one Scripture to prove, that the ſin, or Per- 
ſonal Obliquity of an Inferiour Action, ſhould be Tranſlated 
to the Superiour, and fet upon his ſcore: Thus while ſome 
deny Chriſts imputed Righteouſneſs, they have deviſed anew 
DoQtrine of Imputed guilt to the Magiitrate or Superiour ; 
a Doctrine which no Superiour will thank them for, that vn- 
derſtandeth the weight of Divine wrath for fin. We have 
heretofore heard, that Superiours may make themſelves 
ovilty of fin, by Commanding others to fin : But that the 
guilt of the Inferiours Perſonal Attion, ſhould alſo be Tranſſa- 
red from him, and that not to Chrift, but to the Supertour,is 
a Novel, idle Fancy, a brutiſh, and irrational, as well as 
uaſcriptural igment, and ſuch a one, as if admitted, would 
make the Crowns of Kings, and Mitres of Biſhops not worth 
taking up in the Streets. Let God therefore be true, and 
theſe New Diviners all Lyars; God hath ſaid, Thar Soul ao 
Is, 
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fins, ſhall dye, and thzt every Sonulſhall bear its own Iniquity; and 
Iniquity that mult be (if St. Fob deſcribes fin right ) whatſo- 
ever is a Tranſgreſſion of the Divine Law. k 
S. 12, Fourthly, We cannot admit of this Interpretation, be. 
cauſeof what followeth in the Apoitle, Whatſoever #5 not of faith, 
& ſin, By Faith, faith Dr. Sanderſon, in his Sermon on Rom. 
14.23. is meant, © 4 Certain perſwaſion of the Mind, that 
& what we do, may Lawfnlly be dene; that (laithhe) what- 
*© ſcever Attion 1s done by us, either diretty comrary to the Fudy- 
& ent and Verdilt of our own Conſciences, or, at leaſt, deubting- 
*ly, and before we are in ſome competent meaſure aſſured that we 
«© may Lawfully do it ;, that ts it which St, Paul here denyeth ro be 
& of Faith, and of which he pronounceth ſo peremptorily, that it 
© iz (eo nomine) fin, Now, we are ſure, that he who doth a 
thing at the Command of others, which ſezmeth to him ( from 
probable Arguments) unlawful, cannot, in this ſence, do it of 
Faith, i.e, with no competent perſwaſion of the Lawfulneſs of 
it, with no certainty, either Supernarural, Mathematical, or 
Moral, The Vanity therefore of this limitation being diſcove- 
red, we hope the Propoſition will ftand good. | 
S. 13. For the Amor, he who denyeth it, mult ſay, That 
he who Opineth doth not doubt, which indeed we think ſtritly he 
doth not; for he hath, as we ſaid, a oral certainty, but that 
doth but raiſe the Argument to a fortior: : If he, whoſe Conſci- 
ence is pendulous, and who hangeth in Equilibrio, is damned if 
he. doth the thing, of the Lawfulneſs of which he doubteth ; then 
ts he much more 4ummed, who doth verily think: the thing un- 
lawful, and yet willdoit, Burt in the largeſt Notion, Opining 
is a Specres of douvting ; and if that Text of the Apoltte be true, 
of Doubting, in any ſenſe, it mult be in that ſenſe, which is of 
all, the higheſt; We are able to diſcern no chink, at which our 
Adverſaries may creep out from the Priſonof this Argument, but 
ſhall leave it, attending to any thing they ſhull any of them here--. 
after offer in Anſwer to it, | 
F. 14, Ournext Argument ſhall be this. 
That Principle which deſtroyeth the Pillar and Foundation of the 
Proteſtant Religion, 1s not to be granted by thoſe who own that Re- 
kigion, 
of toafſert it Lawful under any Circumſtance, to Aft contra- 
I ry 
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60 Whether it be Lawful to a& Contrary ; 
ry to the Opinion of a Mans own Conſcience, deſtroyeth the Pillar 
and Foundation of -the Proteſtant Religion --- Ergo. 
= Weconfeſs this is but Argamentum ad bowines, and concerns 
not tnoſe whoſe buſineſs is to oppoſe, and Root vp the Religion 
of Proteſtants; but we are ſpeaking to Proteſtants, who cannot 
deny the Propoſition. 

For the Aſſumption, all that we have to do, is to prove that 
the Aſerting of this Principle, deltroyeth, at leaſt, 03% of the 


Foundatio:'s of the Proteitant Religion, as it ſtands diſtin 1:4 .-d 
from Popery, Th's is that, which Divines call The Fudgmerr of 
Private and Praftica! Diſcretien, Divines ſay, there is 4 '| 7: e- 


fold Judgment concerning Propoſitions of Truth, 

7. The firſt is Autheritative, or Nomothetick, This, 5.01 5. 
eth onely to God; all the Men in the World, all their Opinic:3 
and Arguments cannot add 4 Cubit to the ſtature of Truth, nor 
make an hair of its Headeither white or black. 

2. The Second is MMiniſterial,and Declarative, This hclongs 
to the Church (in the Scriptural Notion of it.) The Apoitle 
therefore calls her the PUlar and ground of Truth: She keeps the 
Sacred Records, and when there is a doubt about any portion of 
them, Minikterially declareth what is the Truth. 

3. The third Divines call, The Judgment of Private and Pra- 
ical Diſcretion, This, Proteitants ſay, belongs to every pri- 
vate Chriſtian, who, by his own Conſcience, ( uſing the belt 
means firſt which he can for the Information of it) is to deter- 
mine (as to his own belief and Practice, what is truc,-and Law- 
ful. And indeed here lyes the great difference betwixt the Rev 
ligion of Papiſts and ProreFFtants. The Papiſts wjll not allow 
the Private Chtitian to Judge of Truth with reference to his own 
Practice, but Obligeth People To believe as the Church believeth, 
and defcndeth Blind {bedicnce to Superiours as Chriſtians Duty. 
They make it Lawful ſor Men, contrary to their own Judgment, 
and the DiQta:eof their Conſcience from intrinſick Arguments, 
to Practice according to the Opinion of one or more Doctors,and 
neceſſary to Obey all the Decrees of the Popes, and the Com- 
mandsof Supcriours, if things be not a;parently and demonitra- 
tively unlawful. It may be one Adrianus or another, or two 
may enter their diſſent to this Brutiſh DoCtrine, but they dp ge- 
nerally agree it, and this is Fons & Origo mals, The a cn 

thing 
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thing to be taught their Proſilytes, ( as ſilence was in the School 
of Pythagoras,) Hence their vernacular Bibles are burnt, ard | 
all their other DoQtrines are caſily ſwallowed, The-neceſlity of 
an Infallible Judge is Concluded, &s. 

FS. 15. On theother fide it is eſſential to a Proteſtant to be free 
and in Bondage to no Man, nor as to his Practice to be guided 
by any but God alone, and his own Conſcience, and his Superi- 
ours Commanding him what his own Conſcience firſt perſwades 
him to be neceſſary, or, at leaſt, Lawful, He who denyeth 
this, and pretendeth to hate Popery, doth but abhor Idols, and 
commit Sacriledze. Nay, he doth indeed but deny that in words, 
which he owneth, chuſeth, and preferrethz nor is it poflible, 
there ſhould be greater Factors for Popery in any place, than 
thoſe that perſwade Men, that it is Lawful for them under 
what Circumitances they can Imagine to ACt contrary to the Op:- 
101 of their own Conſcience, and do what (from which to them 
ſcem very probable) ſeems urterly ro ſwerve from that which u« 
right, (to uſe Mr. Hooker's Phraſe.) 

S$. 16, Now, let any pluck up this Flood-gate of Private and 
Prafical Diſcretion, and tell us what ſhould hinder moſt of the 
abſord Doctrines of Popery coming in upon us like an overflow- 
ing Flood, if ever we ſhould be ſo miferable ( which is not a 
thing impoſſible) as in Future Ages, to have a Superiour that 
ſhall Command the receiving of them, or Practice according to 
them. As to the falſhood of moſt of them, we have but a Ao. 
ral certainty, at leaſt, our perſwaſion mult be Judged no more 
according to the Modern Divinity ; for how can we be [Infallibly, 
and demonſtratively certain in things, as to which ſo great a part 
of the World is of another mind, and ſo many ſuch Learned Men, 
as Bellarmine, Stapleton, and an hundred more,. who diſſent 
from us? Beſides, as we ſhewed before, we are told, that in 
Diſputable things, we can have but an Opiuion of one part. And. 
this we takg to be a Meditation worthy of thoſe Honourable Per-. 

ſons amongſt the Nobility anq Gentry of England, who have 
ſhewed their Zeal ſo much of late againſt that 'Reli7;0u4 Pagean- 
try of Rowe, If any doubt whether Chriſtians have ſuch a Pri- 
viledge given them by God, as this of Private and Praltical Di- 
ſeretion ; let them conſider thoſe Texts, 1 Theſ. 5.21. 1 Fohu 
3. 1, uſually quoted for it; and but Read what Biſhop Davenazt, 
. | I 2 in 
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in his mot Learned Treatiſe, De Zudice e&& Norma fidet, and a'l 
other Proteltant Writers have ſaid for it. .W hoever plucks up 
this Hedge, we underſtand not if he doth not feel the Romiſh Ser- 
pent quickly biting him by the heel ; and we cannot but think that 
Man will be Czr/ed, that goes about to remove this Land-mark 
of all Proteltants; andcry out to our Superiours, in the words 
of Solomen, Prov. 22,28. Remove not the Ancient Land-mark, 


' which our Fathers have ſct. 


$. 17. We might further add, that the admiſſion of this ab- 


ſurd and brutiſh principle, that if a thing be not apparently and 


demonſtratively ſinful, it 1s Lawful for Men to At contrary to the 
Opinion of their own Conſciences, repreſenting it to them ( from 
Arguments, which ſeem to them very probable) unlawful: All 
Books of Topicks, as to Matters of practice, all Argumentative 
Books in Divinity would be of no Uſe at all, but noxious, and 
miſchievous rather : Yea, the Holy Scriptures themſelves would 
be of very little or no uſe for the uſe of Argumentative Difſ- 
courſes, in any Science or Diſcipline is to make A propoſition ei- 
ther Demonſttative, or Probable to us. Yea, this is the uſe of 
the Holy Scriptures, as they inform us of Truth, Things are 
Demonſtrable to us upon the Evidence of . Revelation, Senſe, or 
Reaſon, (indeed the firſt is improper, for the certainty ariſing 
from Divine Revelation, is called Faith, not Demonſtration,or 
Dcmonftrative certainty, but it is quiddam majus, what is cer- 
tain to us upon a certainty of Faith, or Demonltrative Reaſon, is 
not ſo Ordinarily in a moment, This Certainty is Ordinarily 
hatched out of Topicks, and moſt Propoſitions even of Divine 
Truth uſually at firſt appear to the Sov! probable, before they 
appear indubitably certain. The Gray hairs of that other cer- 
tainty ( which is diſtinguiſhed from oral Certainty) rarely 
grow upin a Night. This being granted, which every one expe- 
rienceth. Suppoſe but a Convocation, or a Colledge of Superi- 
67s, todetermine de Omnibus agenars, of all things to be Reli- 
giouly Obſerved, and done. To what purpoſe ſhoulll any read, 
or ſtudy any Books for the diſquifition of Truth, as to any part 
of a Propoſition; for when he hath done,fo long as the thing to be 
done appears to him but probably Lawful, or probably unlawful, 
which it muſt do before it appears to him indubitibly, and out 
ef all Queſtion the one, or the other, he is according to this 
Opinion 
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Opinion boundin Conſcience (if he be by Superiours Command- 
ed) to do quite contrary to. what he Judgeth Lawful, if he be 


not indubitably certain it is unlawful, What need he Read 


and ſtudy the Scriptures, as to. Matter of Practice ? When he 
hath found out the moſt he can there, ſome or other will diſpute 
the Truth of- what he thinks he hath found out; and if ſo, it is 
diſputable; and if it be diſputable, his Notion is not indubita- 


ble (according to this Novel DoQtrine ) and he is bound to do. 
what he is bidden, So as his Notion ſhall be cruſly'd in the Egg, . 


and never be ſuffered to hatch into a Demonſtration, or indubi- 
table certainty,and all his Reading for the finding out of thetruth, 
ſhall ſerve for nothing but to torture him, with a continual re- 
gret, and checking of Conſcience, which will never let a Man be 
quiet whiles he Atteth in Repugnancy to it. Will any ſay yet, 
he ſhal) do well to Read, to perſwade- himſeif of the Lawfulneſs 
of what he is Commanded, Suppoſe another Superiour ſhould 
then come and Command him the quite contrary (as he may 
doubtleſs.) But it may be ſome will ſay, ſo long as he by Read- 
ing onely perſwades himſelf it is Lawf#!; not neceflary antece- 
daneouſly to the Superiours Command, he is well cnough ; he 
way firſt Obey the one, then the other : But how ſhall a Man be 
able ſo to govern himſelf, as by Reading to ſecure himſelf that he 
ſhall not convince himſelf the thing is neceſſary? Thus accor- 
ding to this abſurd poſition, we may part with all the praQtical 
part of Scripture, and, as the Popiſh Proſelytes uſe to do, burn 
our Bibles, onely excepting ſome few Precepts about Obeadtence 
to Superiours, inthat wiil lye the whole Duty of Man, for what- 
ever elſe the Scripture ſaith (unleſs in things unlawful, accor- 
ding to the Law and light of Nature ) muſt be expounded with 
a Salvo, This you muſt not do, except Superiours Command, This 
you muſt do, unleſs Superiours Command the contrary, If not all 
Scripture, we would willingly know where theſe Divines wi!l 
ſet the Limits? Will they ſay (as indecd they do ) it zs onely ir: 
things in their own Nature indifferent ; this looks like ſomething, 
but 1s indeed nothing : Who ſhall be Judge of thoſe things which 
arc ſo? Shall the Inferiours'Conſcience, as to his practice, be 
Judge? Then the Queltion is granted on our fide. Shall the $q+ 
periour Judge, for the Inferiours practice? Then the Limitation 
ſignifieth nothing, How any will get out of this Nooſe, we car- 

rot 
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64 Whether it be lawful to'uf contrary 
not Divine; but'enough is ſaid in this caſe, we-Conclude it An 
abſurd,. unreaſouable, /unſcriptural, Popsſh, Brutiſh Aſſertion, for 
any to ajjirm it Lawful, fur Chriſtians under any Circumſtances, in 
Matters of Wor fhip eſpecially, ra Att contrary to what.in. the par- 
ticular Fudgment of his own Conſcience, formed. from Arguments 
which to bim appear very probable, he Fudgeth ro be Lawful from 
intrinſecal Nature, affeitions, and adjunits of the Altion Let 
us now ſhortly enquire what inconveniencies our Opinion in this 
caſe is incumbred with, or are charged upon it. 


we ———_— . * _ 


CHAT. Vs 


The Grand Objection anſwered, This Principle doth not take away 
all Power from Magiſtrates, nor at all diſſolve the Bonds of any 
due Obedjence, The Magiſtrates Power : pened, granted, limi- 
ted, he hath no power to Fudge as to the Inferiuurs prattice what 
#5, ar 45 not indifferent. The ſtrange variety of conformable Wri- 
ters, in ſtating, and determining the Queſtion.- ihe Reaſonable- 
neſs, and Neceſſity of Indulgence. Dr. Aſhton's late Book ex- 
amined, his Notion of Perſecution inquired into, the true No- 
tionof tut, Ar Introduttion to the next Caſe. 


Y. I, HE Common and Grand, -and we think, the onely 

2 valuable' Objection againſt this Propoſition, is, That 
vhis Principle taketh away all power from Superiours, and diflolves 
all Inferiours Obligations to Obedience; and this we liear of often 
enough, and it were Objection enough if it were but half true, 
Butlet us go down into this Field, .and ſee whether the Principle 
be ſo gui:ty, _—_— to the Cry againſt it, That which they 
Offer in Juſtification of this, is, © That the World s now grown 
« ſo ennning, that there is hardly any thing which can be Comman- 
& ded by Superionrs, but the Wit of Man will find ont ſome probae 
« ble Arguments te-prove that it is unlawful, which if it be onee ſo 


*© proved, 'the Inferiour is diſcharged from his Obedience, Again, 


& they ſay, All things are euher Neceſſary, Lawful, or Unlawful. 
«Kor things Neceſſary, and unlawful,ler Superiours Command what 
* zbey pleaſe, the Inferionrs muſt uot Omnt things neceſſary, = do 
| | " | « things 


4 Et dt, 4 Dit: 
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&« things wnlawful., If the Superionr holds bis Peace, the Inferiour | 
& muſt do the former, and forbear the latter; ſo as the Superiour 
&« hath onely a proper power as to thing s indifferent. T akg away this, 
& 4nd you leave him nothing. This is the itrength of what we find 
ſaid here and there-in more words. 

F. 2. In Anſwer to both which we ſay, 1. That it is moſt cer- 
tain that God hath not ſet up Superiours for Notkings, there is in 
them a Power, and a great Power to Command, and Obedience 
to their Commands is a Duty, a great Duty. This is not Diſ- 
puted betwixt us ; now to open wherein the Power of the Magt- 
{trate lyes, we ſay, 1. That the Magi'trate being as a God to us, 
and God's Vice-gerents, his firit and great wozk unqueltionably 
lyeth.in ſceing that the Commands of God be fulti:led, both his 
Aforal Laws, and his Poſitive Laws about Divine Worſhip; and 
this alone ( if his Power were no more) were not onely a Noble 
Employment, but full, and ſufficient to employ the Head and 
Hands of any Mortal Man in any large Juriſdiction, | 

2, Whereas as to the Government of Political Bodies, and 
Matters meerly Circumitantial concerning the Worſhip of God, 
which are yet neceſſary to. the upholding of Polities, and the ad- 
miniſtration of Juſtice in ttm; and without which, in Matters 
of Religion, the Worſhip of God either could not at all be per- 
formed, or atlea{t, not ſo performed, but that in the Eye of Com- 
mon Senſe and Reaſon it would be Judged by the mo, diſorder- 
ly and indecently performed, In theſe things Gods Ward hath 
onely generally determined, and the. Superiour hath a:confeſſed 
Power in theſe things ( which even the highelt Non-Conformiſts 
wall grant) to make particular Laws in theſe things; and indeed 
rightly conſidered, theſe are but Laws in things necefſary, though 
not Originally, yet upon ſuppoſition of the genera] Commands 
of Scripture. ?*Tis one thing to Create Order and Decency, ano- 
ther thing to Command that things. be done'in the Church De- 
cently and inOrder. The Decency and Order of things in Relipi- 
on neither muſt nor can. ariſe but from the Law of Nature, the 
Commen ſenſe of Chriſtians, and the particalar guiſe aud Cuftom 
of places, Now, the Magiſtrate hath an undoubted. Power. to 
Cammand Circumſtantials of Order and Decency, thatiis, which 
are truly ſo, antecedent to his Command, - Is:this no Power,and 
proper to him, think we? | 

3. We 
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omit them, If the Superiour onely Fudgeth them ſo, it is his Duty 
to Command them. If the Inferiour cannot Judge ſo of them, 
if he Judgeth them in they Circumſtances, but ſuch as he may 
co, or Omit, heis bound to do them, or omit them ( according 
to: the Nature of the Superiours Precept. ) But if the Inferi- 
our Judzeth them unlawful for him tc do, though this his Judg- 
meat be-formed but from probable Arguments ( that is, ſuch as 
to him ſo appear ) not from indubitably certain Arguments; he 
cannot Obey, but1s bound patiently to ſubmit to the penalty im- 
poſed vpon him for Diſobedience. So that theſe Objections ares» 
perfectly vain, and no incumbrances at all upon our Propcſition. 

S. 3. But we ſay, It is one thing for us to allow a Power in 
Superiours to determine us, where both we and they agree the ' 
thing in its own Nature, and cloathed with ſuch Circumitances, 
"of a middle and indifferent Nature; And quite 2nother thing for Wy 

us,:{ and that as to the things of God too) and ſuch things, 
where for doing, or not doing, Him, 09-a of fin and Eternal 
Damnation-lyeth, to make him Oar Fudge what is, and-what is 
not [nd:fferent, It is impoſhble any telligent Soul fhould allow 
the latter tohis Superiour without alſo making him 4 F#dve both: 
of Good and Emil. For por br nr ore Seer betwixt thoſe 
two extremes, there's no poſhbility of his being a Judge of it 
without"alſo determining concerning the extremes. . And if we 
could allow this, we ſhould as to private Chriſtians uſe ſee little 
necd of the Scriptures, for the Superiour muſt Interpret them 
too,” or all will come to nothing. *_ 

S. 4; Nay, we further ſay, that there may be ſome ſtreſſes of 
Providence, as to wtich'the being of Polities,and'the Preſervation 
of Juſtice lyesat ſtake, where ſome thinggmay-beLawful which 
m Ordinary Caſes God will ot allow. ' Toz know ( faith our 
Saviour.) what David did when h: was an hungry, how he did eat 
the Shew-bread, which was rot Lanful for any (in Ordinary 
Caſes) -to eat, but for the Prieſts onely, | It was © Caſe of real 
Neceflity to ſavellſg Life : It world have been'a fin, both in Da-" 
vid, upon a lighter pretence to have don it, andfor the Prieff = nd 
to have ſuffered it, k 97 QT 0 G10 
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nd 


x P 


the bottom, becauſe of that audacious Liberty, which fome have 
taken, cither openly to aſſert, or cunningly to infinuate the con- 
trary ; athing (undoubtedly) of as i.1a tendency as can well” 
be imagined, leading directly to 4 Blind Ozvedience, one of the 
Capital Errorsof the Church cf Rome, and polſhbly a more fot- 
tiſh, and brutiſh Errour, than any other which they have, as 
deveiting Man of his Humane Nature, and thit which is the Mo- 
ther of mo{t other of their abominable Dotrines, any abſurd;- 
tics, as Naturally following that fir.t, as the Thread fol'ows the 
Needle: If it can be ſuppoſed, that there may be a Supertour 
abſurd in his Sentiments or Prattice; which that it may be, we 
#necd no other Evidence than what the Infallible Choyce it (elf hath 
given th2 Wiſer part of the World often enough Evidence of, 


$.6. We have been amazed to Obſerve how tcnderly Modern '* - 


Writers have touched. this Queition, Mr. Hooker indeed, as 
we have before ſaid, is peremptory enough againit us, to that 
degree as we find none of his Poſterity in that thing approving his 
ſaying. The Author of the Pulpit Conceptions, Popular decep- 
r:0ns, fairly skips it over, tellicg us what thould be done by us, 
if we ſcruple our Obedience ; but not a. word what we ſhould 
do, if we from probable Arguments judge the thing. unlawful. 
Freeman ( as we lhewed before) is peremptory enough beyond 
all Reaſon or Religion, But another, writing a Book profeſlcd- 
ly about Tenderneſs of Conſcience, when he comes to Anſwer 
the Zaſe of Doubting, ſpeaks almoſt to every thing elſe, but 
(prudently ) leaves out this Caſe,- ' Others tell us, that if the 
thing Comfmanded be apparently, d-manftratively, indiſputably 

"F evil, if it tend? to debauch us.1n our Sentiments concerning the 
God-head, &c, we mui not Obey; but if otherwiſe, either 
they ſay nothing, ofrelfe tell us we ought to Obey. The Reve-, 
rend Biſhop Sanderſon, and Mr. Fulwagd, are the onely two Mo- 
dern Divines that we have,met with, daring to ftate the Caſe di- 
ſtinaly, and ſpeaking to it in the Dialect of. Proteſtants. - But 
others,..M their Writings, either ſhew little of Divines, ſtating 
the Caſe falſly, and not ſpeaking ad idew.+. Or little of Prote- 

 #ants, ſaying that which no Protettant Divigghexer durſt ſay be- 

AF.  feorethem. | © EBe4 by 

- -." $.6.. And from. hence to every conſiderate: Reader , will be 

fl Y inevitably 
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inevitably concluded the Reaſonableneſs, if not the Neceſſity of 
an 1ndulgence from all: Superiqurs, who will think themſelves 
under any Obligation to the Royal Law of Love. For as that 
Law. wilt Oblige them not ro ſuffer ſin in-their Inferiours, Lev. 
T9. 17. S9 it will alſo Oblige them not to lay a tumbling block, 
before them that are weak, by which they both ſin againſt Chriſt, 
1 Cor. 8.9,10,11,12,13.anddo not walk Charitably, Rom. 14.15. 
Nor yet ro make thers to ſuffer, becauſe they dare not ſin: For to 
ACt again't their Conſcience (though but Opining) is fin. For 
all this Suffering mu{t unqueitionably be 4 Suffering for Righte- 
onſneſs ſakg , tor to depart from Iniquity is unqueitionably a 
picce of Righteouſneſs. Hence though the Superiour upen the 
firit Account be bound to Qblige his Inferiours by his Civil San- 
tion, todoall that which the Law of God hath made neceſſar 
for them to do, and to forbear what the ſame Law hath forbid. 
den, otherwiſe he ſhould ſuffer ſin upon them; Yet if he thinks 
fir to Command other things in Religion, which ( poſſibly ) him- 
_ ſelf, and ſomeof his Inferiours Judge nor ſinful , and tendent to 
ſome State or Decexcy, but the want of them makes not the Ser- 
vite indecent or diſorderly, according to any Light or Law of 
Nature, or the general guiſe and Cuſtom of the place z and ma- 
ny other his Inferiours Judge ſo far from tendency to Order and 
Decency, that they from Arguments, which to them appear ve- 
ry probable, judge them ſinful and unlawful, and fo cspable of 
no ſuch Notion, how he can poſſhbly exact an Obedience to any 
ſuch Commands, withont ; 

1. Either putting bis Infecriours upon ſin, and continual diſtur- 
bance of their Conſciences. | 

' 2, Or making them Sufferers, becauſe they dare not ſin againſt 

God; which is (as we ſaid before) a ſpecies ( atleait) of Suf- 
fering for Righteonſneſs-ſakg. We mult confeſs our ſelves (which 
poſſibly is our weakneſs Þ not Divines ſufficient to underitand , 
and ſhould thank any one that could inform us. Now, betwixt 
theſe there lyeth no Xedinm, but a Graciom Indulgence, the ve- 
ry Remedy, which His Moft Excellent Majeſty hath ſuited to 
this ſore Evil. : | | | 

$. 7. And here we would have finiſhed our Diſcourſe, but for _ 
a late Book, called, The Caſes of Scandal and Perſecution, which 


yet hath no fuch depths in it, as to ask us long time to ſound. 
The 
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| _ + fo en Opining Conſcit 
The. Author ſpends one-part of his Boo 


thing Commanded us be by us Fudged Lawfnl (for that he beggs 
all aiong ) we ought not ro forbear doing it, becauſe ſome of our 


brethren would be grieved andteachy at 4r, provided our doug of 


it laid no ſtunbling-block, before them, to give them Occaſion to 
fin againſt God, We would fain know what Non- Gonformilt 
ever ſat] tie coatrary, Thus Mea Exerciſe themſelves in Cam-' 
bates with fagcied Enemies , for really the Doctor hath none in 
thi: C:fe that ever we heard of, The'Second Part of hi; Book 
comes nearer what we la{t ſaid, and notwithitanding all he ſaith, 
. we do think, Taat it isat lea't a Mare Caſe (asthey ſay in Law ) 
Whether the forcing any to Suffer, becauſe he cannot, .or date not 
Att e:ntrary to the Opinion of his Conſcience, guided .by - Argu- 
ments, which tro him appear probable, be 'not Perſecuting. To 
paſs by his other impertinencies, alſowing him to uſea very true 
Method to try the iſſue,. in fixing the-Notion of Perſecution, we 
therejoyn ITue with him. 4a 
F. 8. Inhis 44 p. he tells ns, - Perſecution ts an Infliiting of 
outward temporal Ewvils for the Exerciſe of true Religica, The 
Genus we agree, and think he might have ſhortned the Deſcrip- 
tion by leaving out Ozeward and Temporal, becauſe no Man can 
Iaflit any other Evils upon his Brother. The difference he makes 
ro lye in thoſe words [For the Exerciſe of the True Religion. J 
But why might not our Saviours terms have been taken, ' for 
Righteouſneſs ſake? Yet if Religion be taken.in the larger Noti- 
on of it, for doing «ry part of | our \Duty, in whichwe bounden 
to towards God, we cannot fault the Deſcription ;, but this De- 
ſcription makes but the Aa4jor Propofition, The A45ner muſt be 
this, | But the Ourward Temporal Evils, ] Impriſonments, De- 
privation of Eccleſuaftical preferments, pecupiary mulits., Slun- 
derings, Remilings, Keproachfu! ſpeeches. ] Inflifted upon Non- 
Conformiſts are not tnflucied upon them, for doing any part. of that 
Duty, 'wheresn they are boundtu to God,, There are very many. 
Non-Confo6rmiſts will put the Do&or to prove this, and tell him, 
It is a pzece of, Righteouſneſs, a part of true Religion, and every 
Mans boanden Duty toward God, not to Alt contrary to what ts. 
Conſcience, Gods Vice-oertht, in himgells him, andthat upon Ar, 
giments which appear very Fray ro him, is Lawfal. og 
Jet; (+, | 2 | at- 


F k, in per ſwading US tobe-, 
ltieve what we know none ever gdoubredy; viz. That in Caſe the 
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Matters of Gods Worſhip alfo to-do according to what his Con- 
ſcience tells him is the Will of God heſhould do, And we take 
Notice too of an Excellent paſſage in the Dottors Book, p. 45. 
L ult & penult. 

* That God hath as much Right to appoint the way of his Wor- 
& ſhip, as to be Worſhipped, A paſſage we are ſo much in Love 
with, that it is one of our greateſt Topicks to prove many things 
Commanded us probably unlawful. Prayer is Worſhip : Pray- 
ing by Forms, or by words formed firit in our owngHearts, is a 
way of Worſhip. Now, ſay we, God hath as much r:ighe to pre- 
ſcribe the way as the Worſhip, and hath done it. As every Mar 
bath received the gift, faith the Apoſtle, ſo let bim Ainiſter, 1 Pet. . 
4. 10. Praying and Preaching, are Worſhip, The doing theſe 
Acts in a peculiar Habit appropriated to theſe Actions, 2 a way 
of Worſhip: And God ( ſaith the Doftor) hath as much right to 
appornt the way of his Worſhip, as the Worſhip, The like might 
be ſaid of the other Ceremonies. 

F. 9. But ſuppoſe we allow the Doctors Deſcription of Pey- 
fſecution, The next Queſtion is, how we ſhall know what is Tre 
Relicion: Who ſhall be the Judge ? Shall the Scriptures? But 
who ſhall Interpret the Scriptures as to a Chriſtians private Pra- 
Aicc? Shall the Superiours ? Then certainly there was never 
any Perſecution in the World : For it were very uncharitable to 
preſume,that any Superiour ſhould puniſh another for the Excr- 
Ciſe of what himſelf owned to be the true Religion. We have more 
Charity for Bonner himſelf, Shall the Inferiour be Judge what 
is true Religion ? Then I fear the Doctor will be cait; many of 
them will ſay, they are m/chievouſly, and violently Proſecated, 
Impriſoned, Puniſhed, Reviled, for what they Judge the Exer- 
ciſe of the True Religion, © * 

"I. 10. The upſhot of this D:ſcourſe is, that. who they be, 
who are truly guilty of Perſecur:n7, will not be determined till 
the Day of Judgment, when God {hall determine, which' was 
the Trae Religion; and whether Men truly ran thoſe hazards, 
becauſe they were afraid of ſfinning againſt God. Ifi the mean 
time, as tous, heiz Perſecuted, who can truly ſay, That he ſuf- 
fers for doing any thing, which he thinks he ſhould ſin againſt God 
if be 4i4 not do; and for forbearing *uny thing, which -he truty 
awu7z; he [hould ſin againſt God if he ſhould do. - And we —_— 
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that thoſe-who thus Suffer, though another day they ſhall be ad- '*"F 


 »W 
PR ww, 


=> todo what hedid, may properly enough ſay he is Perſecared ; 
i af . but wealſo believe, that God will not Judge ſo an6ther day,and 
that the Magiſtrate doth but his Duty ; becarſe by Gods Law 
none ought to be endured that entice others to 7dlarry. But 
whoſo makes another to Suffer becauſe he durit not fin again{t 
God, Acting contrary to what his Conſcience judgeth unlawful 
from probable Arguments, we believe far leſs excuſable, becauſe 
there's no neceſkity upon him to lay any ſuch Commands, and en- 
force them by any ſuch penalties, | But there does lye a neceſſity 
of ſuffering in this Caſe upon the Inferiour to avoid finning a- 
: gainſt his Conſcience : whether his Conſcience be in the right or 
in the wrong,will be determined another day. In the mean time 
he ſhould fin, if he ſhould not hearken to it; to avoid which, 
he ſuffers, which is ſo far as he can poſhibly Judge to ſuffer for 
Righteouſneſs. ſake. After the ſaying of which we thitk little 
more need be ſaid to the Dottor's Book. Wap 
F. 12. To Conclude our Diſcourſe upon this Queſtion, we - 
have ebſerved in all thoſe almoſt who haye wrote for Conformity, 
great inſiſting upon the Authority of former, and preſent Church- 
es, andthe Teſtimonies of many Divines, dead, oralive ; ſome of 
which they tell us were Old Non-Conformiſts, And this hath been 
” the general MetheJ of all late Writers almott,to paſs over af our, 

* andour Fore-Fathers Arguments,and in Order to make us as odi- 
ousto the World,as they would have us ; to repreſent us as fingu- 
lar,and differing from the Church-1nall Agez,yea,from our ſelves, 
and our .Fore-Fathers, &c. [To what better purpoſe- than this, 
theſe ig-artificial Arguments are uſed wecannot tel}, unleſs thoſe 
that bring them have a little tinture of the Feſrures Dbrine we 
before ſhewedat large; 3 PE 
- That extrinſeck, Arguments may make an Altion appear probably 

k .-, Lawful; though at the ſame time fromintrinſick Arguments, we 
| Fudpeir probably wilewful, 10 33 00917 2000] ont 2.. 
[9:10 . A 
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Fwallow it, till wehave vomited op our rational Souls.” And 'tis 
the more-odious to u3 becauſe it is of ſuch affinity to the deteſtg- 
ble Blind Obedience of the Churctrof. Rome, | But'to defeat theſe 
men of any hopes of prevailing by ſuch Mediums, we will ſhortly 


enquire into ano:her Queltion, though not-the ſame, yet of great 


Cognation with this which we have now ſo;largely diſcuſſed, 


. 
and. - 
= — = — - 9 — 
. _ 


CHAP. VL 


Second Queſt. Whether it be Naturally peſſible for any Perſon in 
a Prattical Propoſition to judge that part probably Lawful from 
extrinſick Arguments; the contrary to which he at the-ſane 
time Fudgeth probably unlawful from intrinſick Arguments. 
The Queltion opened. The Opinions of Yaſquez, Sanchez. 
The Negative part of the Queſtion maintained, becauſe this us 
contrary to the Principles of a Rational Soul. The Concluſion. 


$. 1, VX jF JE have had Occafions once and again to hint the 

VE known diſtinction between Speculative and Pra- 
ical Propoſitions: Divines call thoſe Propoſitions Speculative, 
whoſe uſe and advantage is onely terminated in Speculation and 
Knowledge, andfrom whence nothing in Prattice is Directed, 
They call thoſe Pratfical, whoſe end is the guidance and directi- 
on of the Praftice. But Speculative Propoſitions muſt be again 
diſtinguithtd into ſuch. 1. From which no Obligation ariſeth to 
the Exerciſe of any rational Att of onrs: Such as theſe. - That 


there.was ſich a City as Troy,ſuch a King of France,as Pipin,&c, * 


with a thouſand ſuch like. 2. Such, the Truth of which infer- 
teth the performance of ſome Rational ACtion of ours, and ſuch 
as is our Duty towards God, as theſe. -Thar the Scriptares are 
the Word of God, That Chrift-1s the Eternally exiſtent Son of God. 
Blit our Qeſtion' relates to' none of theſe, but to ſuch Propoſi- 
tions onely where the Queſtion is, Whether it be Lawful for me 
to do this or that, or no : This is that we mean by @ Prattical Pro- 
—_— —_—— | 

S. 2., In our Diſcourſe upon the former.Queſtion we have = 
Py . olten 
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A Pillfo nauſeous, fo' brutiſh, as it. is impoſſible we ſhould 
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guments. The fingular Judgment of every intelligent Perſon's 
Conſcience is formeq\ from fome Argutaents, drawa cither from 
Principles of Reaſon, or Propoſitions of Scripture. Thele Ar- 


- guments are cither from plain letter of Scripture, or Principles  Þ: 


of Rexſon accounted Infallible, which fix the Conſcience. Or elſe 
they arcdrawn from Logical Topicks, anJ called Dialeitick Ar- 
guments, or Probable: For Optimws Philoſophus nondum naſcitur. 
Weſay, Theſe provable Arguments are again either Jutrinſecal, 
called Artificial Arguments by the Logictans, fetched from the 
Cauſes, Effects, Conſequents, Adjuncts,-or other Aﬀections of 
the Subject or predicate in the Queltion, 2. Suchas are mcerly 
Extrinſick, Logicians call them 1n-artificial,becauſe every Dunce 
may bring them, they have no Artat all in them. Divines call 
them Exerinſecal, becauſe they are Forreign tothe inward parts 
of the Queltion, and the Soul that brings them. + Theſe areſych 
as are fetched from Authority and Teſtimony of others; Teftemo» 
nies of Fathers, School-men, former, or Modern Divines, &C. 


Now, it is demonaſtratively Truth, That it is poſſible, 'thar aſoul 


ſhould have a great many Arguments appearing to it-vcry proha- 
ble, and ſuch as-it cannot Anſwer, and ſcarcely believes that any 
Other can, to prove a:thing unlawful; and at thedame time meet 
h many Teſtimonies and ſayings of Fathers,:Councils, School- 
mens Cont Ancienter, ot more Modern Divines, ſpeaking the 
ing Lawtul. -: It is the Caſe. of; the-Non-Gopfarmiſts this day. 
hough they meet not with any Fathers, Comnncils, $C,: who 
judge the things Lawſut, which they dojudge unlawful; yet.ma- 
ny preſent Divines they do meet with, yet they cannot but from 
OR Dialectick Arguments'think the things utterly -unlaw- 
 S. 3. Now, the Queſtion is, inthis Caſe,; what they.ſhall do ? 
They do not deny hutit js their: Duty, upon the: Teſtimonies.of 
Superionrs, and their Commands; or hearing the Judgment-of ſo 
many Learned Men of another Mind, to examine again their 
own Arguments, and to try them to the utmoſt: But ſuppoſing 
at laſt (whichisthe Caſe) the things yet ſeema to them from-very 
probable Arguments.nlamful, what ſhall.they do?: They may(ſay 
the Feſurtes).;do: ſack tlangs,; vor, nor do them 3iÞor this is:the Fe-". 
ſuites be!pagainftithe avominableabſurdityiof Adting:contrary 40! 
Rt TY an 


” 


often hinted, what we mean by;Extiiſecal., and Intrinſeal Ar- 
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Th Whether it be lawful to #@ contrary 
an-Opining' Conſcience, They (ay, 'While'it is but an Opinion, s 
Har may Opine beth contradiftory parts of the'ſame Queſtion ; the 
one upon F#trinſick,the other upon Exrrinſick Arguments;and al- 
though(as we ſhewed before) the Opinion which is formed npor 


* 


Artificial,proper,intrinſick Arguments muſt need5be moye probable; . 


Yet they ſay, a man is not tyed up to mags and minm inthe Caſe; 
It is groundenough (ſay they ) for any man to att Conſcientionſly, 
if the thing appear any way probable, he is not bound to alt accor- 
ding tothat-which he judgeth more probable. So that, ſay they, if 
a thing appear probably Lawful, by Extrinſick, Arguments the 
Opinien of ſome Doors, &e,we may do it, though at the ſame 
time we-judge it never ſo unlawful from /ntrinſick, Artificial 
Arguments, fetched from all the Topicks in Logick, and aftecti- 
ons of the ſubje, and Predictate of the Queſtion. 
| £.9. The Caſeis ſo-weighty, and this Opinion. ſo-unmanly,. 
and Brutiſh,that itis reaſonable we ſhould bring forth one or two; 
who ſhall vouch for themſelves and their Brethren, that this is 


« 


what they ſay and hold. Let Yaſ/quez (a Man of no-ſmall repute 


amonglt them) ſpeak firlt, ont of his*Diſput.-in 12, d:/pur.62, 
Cap. 3.n.t1. TIEDT | 4) 

« Tertio Obſervandum eFt, eum qui habet aſſenſum unius partis 
« propoſitions, per propria & entrinſeca principia etiamſi WK of 
« ille tantam ſit probabilts, non poſſe habere aſſenſum alterins pattis 
© per intrinſeca, & propria Principia : bene tamen poſſe per extern 
« princepra exiſftimari oppoſitan parrem eſſe probabilem.v plura'ibidg 
& cap. 40.N. Ty. - As; He at's 0: eo EI PTA 

Sanchez ſings the fame: Song, Op. 2oral. 1. r.:cap. g.'n. 12, 
« Vltimum fundamentum eſt ut duas Opiniones ediumetro fibi cons' 
<« rradicente; idem intelleitus judicet probabiles, aut aque, aut alte- 
« ram probabiliorem; he ſhews this is aps. to the Opinion: 
of Azorizsand Yaſquez ( before quoted.) An 


may judge the contradictory parts of the ſame Propoſition both 
probably true, or falſe ; lawful,or unlawful ; and that Experience 
proves it.  Butthisis furely a Note above Ela, and-a Riddle in: 
Philofophy. The Feſuztes being pinched with that obvious Ar-: 
gument; That then the. ſame Soul,” and at the ſame time, and the; 
ſame thing may efſint to contradiions ; and blow hot and cold, 
bleſs and curſe, with the fame breath: They-think toavoid - by\ 
| h _ telling, 
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then'goeth. on, 
- telling us;'thatthe ſeeth no Reaſon, but the ſame Underſtanding 


X | 


| 4 


4 


"7 _ ,- t0 en Opitting Conſejence... - 
tclling us, that the Underſtanding affirmerh neither part, we won- - 


der how it ſhould Op:ze then? | | | 

F. 10. This is a great point in Popery (.Feſuitsſme.eſpecially ) 
and of no ſmall gain to them, fax by this mea they can reſolve 
Caſes as they liit, abſolve Mzas Coaſcienbes as they pleaſe, and 
Interpret the Law of God into a very pleaſing coſt.tency with 
the Luſts, and Paſſions of all Mzn: If it were admitted for true, 
it would open a wide door for Men to do what they liited, with- 
out anycheck or controul of Conſcience. There being but few 
things in practice, wiich one Doctor or other,under one Circum- 
ſtance or other, hath not judged Lawful, There are few attions 
but are difputable, ſaith Mr. Freeman, in his Reaſonableneſs of 
Divine Service, p.33. Andif one or more DoQtors affirm itlaw- 
ful ( fay the Popiſh Caſuiits) the private Chriltian may affent to 
it as probably Lawful, though at the ſame time, from Arrificial 
Intrinſick Argyments,formed in his own Breatt, he judgeth it pro- 
bably unlawful. And we wiſh, ſome profeſſing themſelves Pro- 
teſtant Divines, did not cant after this Tune (though it may be 
they will not as the Papilts) reit it upon the Opinion of one Do- 
for, Wot many Learned Men; if they did not a little liager afcer 
this,we cannot tell what means their conſtant choaking of us, with 
the bare Opinions of others contrary to ours, in which ſurely we 
are no further concerned, than agquickned by them to re-examine 
our own Intrinſecal Arguments more ſtrictly, 


FS. 11. We mult declare our ſelves in the Negative of this 
Queſtion, and do affirm, That it is Naturally impoſſible for a © 


« Rational Soulyin a prattical propoſition, to Fudge that part from 
« Extrinſecal in-artificial Arguments Probably Lawful, which, at 
<« the ſame time, from Intrinſecal artificial Arguments, formed in 
« ;t5 own Breaſs, 7; juagerh Probably Unlawful, and in this Judg- 

ment we are confirmed | 
S. 12. Becauſe :t i contrary to the innate Principles of a reaſona- 
ble Soul, 1, We ſuppoſe. every one will without difficulty 
grant it a Principle of a Reaſonble Soul, To Conclude nothing but 
from Rational Foundations : Reaſon ts a Power within us, Diſcour- 
ſing Concluſions fngm Principles, It acknowledgeth there # a God, 
m. that he bath revealed bis will in thoſe Books which we call The 
Holy Scriptures, and muſt acknowledge it the moſt reaſonable 
thing imaginable,that he mona acknowledged rue in his mm 
| cence 
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Hence it concludes many Propoſitions of Faith, '*upon the bare 
Authority of God revealing them, :and exerciſethit ſelf*no fir? 
ther, than rocompare Spiritual rings with Spiritnal; ButhaVin 
not that Evidenc@lor other things, it maketh uſe of rmbred Netj- 
0115, and froth thoſe Prificiples raiſeth Concluſions, Now, let 18 
conlider from what Principle it is poſſible, that Reaſon thouldin- 
fer ſuch a Concluſion as this, : Fo ; 

T hat us probably Lawful for me to do,which ſuchor ſuch Divines 
( be they more or fewer, more or leſs Learned) think i Lawful; or 
which $ uperiours require (under that Notion) netwithſtanding any 
Artificial, Intrinſick, Arguments whith make my own Conſcience 
Fudge it very probably unlawful. + | 

It muſt be this: Thoſe Doors, or thoſe Superiours, know bet- 
ter than T. Doth Reaſon in a min allow any ſvch concluſion ? 
Aeodeſty indeed upon ſuch an Account, may-make'a reaſonable 
Soul Jca!ous, and Suſpitious, and to ifſue out a Ws: for a better 
enquiry upon its Arguments, bur it is impoſſible thar it ſhouldreft 
in ſuch a Concluſion to guide its Practice, where the hazard of the 
' Eternal Felicity of a Soul is concerned. Reaſon penny in the 

Languageof Fob to his Friends, Fob 12.3. 1 bave Underſtand- 
ing as well as you; and beit what it will, gradaally compared with 
all the Doctors reaſon, it is the Candle of *the Lord ſet up in my 

Soul,according tothe Light of which I muſt walk, Or inthe words 
of Elihu, Job 32.8. There # a Spirit in Man, and the Inſpiration 
of the Almighty gives him Underſtanding: Reaſon faith, Bring 
forth your ſtrong arguments, anda 1will anſwer ther; or hear mine, 
and do you anſwer me. ' pohly a6t8 1. wan oct aceodY 

$.- 13. Beſides, Reaſon faith, If this were belonging to all 

Dottors, or all Superiours, that Wiſdom (as Fob ſaith)nuſt aye with 
them, how is it they are notagreed amongſt themſelves? Such,and 
ſuch are on my ſide; if it doth not agree to all Superiours, and all 
Dottors, how ſhall I be afſured, that it more agrees to thoſe onthe 
adverſe fide, thantothoſe on my/fide;- to Dr. Poms more than 
to Pp dren > 4 Ve 0 OD D90L 6 19 ODT © ICS, 

S. 14. Further(ſaithReaſon)donotÞ know. and fee; that there 
are many Dottcres,whoarenot-Dott:,and that many Learned men 
in alſ-Ages have been in FaQtions? doth not Dr. Yaſquez himſelf 
telt me, in x2. diſpt 62. Cap. 4. That he carmpt deny bur a whole 

rout of Dottory mayembrace an Opinion without 2" ſt 

i "M4 w 074 
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\ .,.. Fo an Opining Conſe rence. o  — 
whom ( ſaith he?) anorh. * Doltor of great Authority may bring in- | 
o the Schools, an Opinion maturely deliberated? Vaſes necd not 

e Credited, if we did not upon Eamericnce find daily,thar not one 

of many DoQors examines things, but follows ſome Leader, as 

_ diligently as Sheep do one another over an Hedge; that many 

Either underſtand riot the true Queltion, about which they will be 
Writing in this Age,or of choice miſtake it, & writefar more paſ- - 
fion than Divinity,or Reaſon,which made Yaſquez, & ſome others 
of his Brethren deliver their Opinipn, That a Learned Man may 
alt according to his own Opinion, though contrary to the Opinions of 

other Dottors. 

S. 15. Reaſon tells a Man, that Reaſon is not entailed to the 
Relation of a Superiour, or the Degree of a Doitor.” Anime rati- 
onales ſunt equales in perfettione Subſtantiali, and Superiority 
or Doctorſhip make nodifference. Experience teacheth us, that 
imprqvement by Study, makes nota difference, as to the Exerciſe 
of Reaſon, between all Superiours and Inferiours ; nor between 
all thoſe, who;are Dettors and no Dotors. . It remaineth there- 


fore, that the p 
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t the particular Reaſon'of every Soul muit ſtand up in de- 
fence of it ſelf, eſpecially in matters of PraCtice, as to which 
Eternal Salvation or Damnation are concerned; fo as it is not 
Naturally poſſible, that a Reaſonable Soul ſhould from Forreign 
Authority conclude a thing probably Lawful, which from its own 
Rational concluſions it judgeth probably Vnlawful. oy 

F. 16, .But further yet, certainly it.is repugnant to the connate 
Principles of Reaſanable Souls, to aſſert contraries, both at the 
ſame time to be true, bccauſe it-is of the Nature of contraries to 
deſtroy one another. Now, the Undefſtanding which ſhall thus 
afſert, muſt at the ſame. time ſpeak theſe two things, which are 


manifeit contradictions: This 5s Lawful. This is not Lawful. 1 


think and Judge it Lawf#l,becauſe 4, B, C,D, &c.ſay ſo. I think 
it Unlawful, becauſe my own Reaſon, comparing things Spiritual 
with Spiritual, or concluding from confeſſed Principles, tells me it 
is ſo, Muſtnot this. be a very odd Soul, that can Diſcourſe after 
this rate?. Yaſquez, was aware of this, and thought to avaid it, by 


denying theſe two Propoſitions. to be Contradittory, viz. 1.This 
1s grobably Lawful. 2. This is probably anfawful,, But he deludeth, 
and his fallacy lyes in the word probebly, which in the. Queſtion 
fignifieth not the Afettion of the propoſition, but the Nature of 
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E” - o8 whether it be Lawful to A® Contrary 
*, the Arouments, or Complexion of the Conſcience. . The Under- 
| Randing (let the Jeſuite ſay what he will ) mult fay,T hu & Zaw- 
ful, and T bis 55 nnlawfil, of the fame thing, and at the ſame time? 
and theſe are perfect contradfAions. The Notion of Probable re” 
ferreth to the Uuderitanding, r.ot to the Nature of the Opinion , 
and mult in the Queſtion be Interpreted by Openor,or Credo, or 
ſome ſuch like word ; not by proba: s poteſt (which is the Jeſuites 
cheat) that is, ſomerhing may be ſaid, in Argument to prove this 
thin Lawful, and ſomething may aiſo be ſaid to prove it unlawful. 
Theſe two Propolitions are n6t indecd Contradictions; but to lay, 
] think this Lawfutl, and at the ſame time to ſay, / alſo think this 
is unlawful, Can be no Language of any Mans Soul, till the Phs- 
liſtines have got ir,and put outits Eycs,on purpoſe to make them- 
ſelves ſport with it. | | 
S. 11, Finally, 7s it not the Principle of a Reaſonable Soul, to 
embrace that which it Fudgeth Beſt, « ether upon the Account of 
Truth or Righteouſneſs * Now, where both parts of a Propofi- 
_ tion appear but probable. s.e. Such as ſomething tn Argument 
may be ſaid for cither ; but one (in appearance to the particular 
Scul ) far more probable, both as to Truth and Righteouſneſs,than 
the other, Is it not contrary to its principles to own and embrace 
that which it Judgeth leſs true in it ſelf, and conſequently, leſs 
Righteous to be done? even the Popiſh Schook-men and Caſuiſts 
will confeſs'our own Opinion to be more probable, thongh in- 
deed they moſt abſurdly ſay, That a man is not bound to. follow 
that which probably is more True and Righteous, (fo great a 
Power hath Corrupt Intereſt) we conclude therefore, h 
« That it being Naturally impoſſible for a Reaſonable Soul to att 
« Reaſonably contrary toNaturally Rational Principles ,it is alfo ua- 
« turally impoſſible for it to Fudge at the ſame time, the ſame thing, 
©« probably Lawful, from in-artificial and Extrinſick, Arguments, 
&« which it Fudgeth probably , and more-probably untawful from 
&« Artificial intrinſick, Arguments. | 
S. 12. By this time, we hope we have gained one Poſt (and 
that not inconſiderable)which we doubt not to make good againſt 
all the Attaques of Popiſh, or Proteſtant Divines, but ſuch asare 
onely made fram-their Bierer words, which waund onely (by re- 
coiling) the malitious hearts of thoſe that caſt them: We have | 
ſhewen that there is (as 7ob ſaith) s Spirit.sn every Man, and the 
| | Almighty 
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to at Opining Conſcience, £ . 74:1 
Almighty bath given to every one, a peculiar prattidfU nderſtan- "MY 
ding, which mu.t to him be Gods Interpreter, and rhe. proximate ; 
Rule and Guide of all bis Aftions; which particular Conſcience 
acknowledgeth God onely as :15 imrediate Superiour, and where 
the Eternal welfare of the ſoul is concerned in the; Action, can 
neither bow down to the New Ereltcd Jdol of the Paublick Con- 
ſcience, and much leſs, td the private Conſcrences and Fadgments 
of any, to do things which they Judge Lawful, meerly becauſe 
They ſay they are Lawful,and ſo well the Practice of themas law- 
ful, becauſe their Superiours, or ſuch DetFors ſay ſo; whenas it: + © 
judgeth the ching wicked and unlawful, from Arguments, which ; 
though it cannot call Demonſtrative, and indubitable, yet it ſelf 
cannot Anſwer, nor ſee Anſwered by any other, ſo as it can ac--- 
quieſce in the Anſwer as ſufficient, and therefore ſeem to ic very 
probably concluding the thing #z/awfal. We have (as we hope 3 | 
alſo gained this. That it is Naturally impoſſible for 4 reaſonable 
Soul, at the ſame time, to Fudge the [ame thing Lawful, from in- 
artificial extrinſick, Arguments ;,which from intrinſick, Arguments 
formed within ut ſelf, or accepted by #t, though formed by others, 
it Fudzeth probably unlawful. | | 
F.13. It is therefore the buſineſs of thoſe who think themſelves 
coac.rned to make all the World in Practice uniform, even toa. 
Letter and a Syllable, and a: rite, and polture,not to tell them,char- 
in caſe. the thing be diſputable, or.doubrful, or. not apparently and. 
demonſtratively evil, it is their Duty,if Commanded, to do.it. For 
this we hive ſhewed tobe the-very Foxndation of Popery, and. a 
perfect [nnovation in Proteſtant Doltrine,and can beno other than. 
a Blind Obedience. But ( as we ſaid before) they will be concer- 
ned to call to Diſſenters for their Argumentz, upon the probabi-. 
licy of which tothem, the things required ſeem to them uxlawful; 
and (if they can) to.deitroy that appearance which they have of 
probability, which done,they will attain their end,and not before, 
F. 14. The things are many which are required of us,in Order- 
to our having a (tation in.the publick Miniſtry of England, ſome- 
of which are queſtioned by ſome, others of them by others; _ia. 
ſhort, from them theſe Queltions ariſe, 
1. Whether the Non-Conformiſts have not- probable Arguments. 
to induce their Conſciences to judge it unlawfu! to perform their. Mi-. 


niſterial Office in publick, Prayer, by the preſcribed f.rms. of other 
Aden. | | 
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80 _ Whether it be lawful to a contrary 
2. Whether they have not probable_Arguments to judge it unlay- 
ful,to Miniſter before the Lordin a Surplis, or any Habit peculiar- 
ly appropriated to the Worſhip of God,to ſign with the ſign of the croſs 
:n Baptiſm,and to Kneel in the Alt of R ecerving the Lords $ upper. 

3. Whether thoſe of them who have been ſolemnly ſer apart tothe 
Aliniftry by Faſting and Prayer, and laying on of hands of a Pres- 
bytery, can without ſin, ſubmit to a re-oraination by Biſhops, and 
there be got, at leaſt, very probable Arguments tothe contrary. 

4. Whether they have not probable Arguments to induce them to 
1uage it unlawful for them to ſubſcribe,That the Oath,commonly cal- 
led, The Solemn Leagueand Covenant, obligeth neither them nor 
any others, and that it.ts in at ſelf an unlawful Oath, 

5. Whether they have not probable Arguments to induce them to 
1aage it unlawful for them to declare and ſubſcribe, That they do 
aſſent and conſent to all and every thing, or to the uſe of all and 
every thing contained in the Common-Prayer, 

6. Whether they have not probable Arguments to induce them to 
quage it unlawful for them to ſubſcribe the Second and Third Ar- 
ricle in the 36 Canon, 

7. Whether they have not probable Arguments to induce them to 
judge it unlawful to take the Oath, Ordinarily called, the Oath of 
Canonical Obedience. 

Thoſe who know any thing of the State of Eccleſtaftical affairs 
in England this day, know, that thoſe who will conform, mult'do 
all theſe things; and the Non-Conformitts are ſo far from judging 
all theſe things Lawful, that they think they have very probable 
Arguments, why (many of them at leait) cannot judge any one 
of them Lawful; and while they ſo judge, a# they cannor contra- 
ry.to the Opinion of their own Conſciences, as we have before 

roved. ed 
4 F. 15. Neither do they deſire to talk of Arguments onely in 
Juſtification of their own Szl/erneſs, or Peeviſhneſs, as they are 
maliciouſly repreſented by ſome Modern Doctors ( far better at 
Reviling than Diſputing. ) Taeir Arguments, in the firſt Caſe, 
are many of them in Print, as in Mr, Cotron's Difcourſe againſt 
Ser-forms ( many years ſince Printed,but that we know of, never 
Anſwered )) as alſo in Mr. Calderwood's Altare Dawaſ, never 
Anſwered neither, and in divers other Books. In the Second 
Saſe, their Arguments never yet Anſwered, are to be found, In 
Mr. 
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Mr. Bradſhaw*s Diſcourſes about things Indifferent, and about Worſhip and Cere- I, 


monies,InDt. Ames his Tri'h Sutt againſt the Ceremonies. Mr.Calderwood”s Alrare 
Damaſceum.In Mr.Gilleſpi:*s Diſp.againſt che Engl ſh Cerememies.Upon the 34. 
Caſe,divers of their Arguments are in R.A.his "oo to aFriend,Printed 1661, 
And The Serious Review of Presbyters Ordinati by Biſhops, Prinved about the 
ſame rime; and 1n all the orber Cafes, Our Brethren know, that Arguments 
are in Print to prove them anlawful, which never yet received any Anſwer. 
Beſides, as there ita variety of Mtd/ums, the ſame ſure not every: Fancy,nor 
are all prodvced, and the work of them who ſhould undertake to ſhew the 
Arguments of all nor probable, gvould be almoſt infinite. 

Seb. 16. Whar ſhall be done in this Caſe by thoſe Superiours who will be- 
lievethemſelves,as well as their Inferiours, obliged,aecording to the Apoſtles 
Preebpr, To Walk Charit ably, not laying a ſtumbling-black before uthers, nor 
doing, as much as in them lyerh, to deſtroy poor Souls, for whom Chriſt 
dyed. Welay, what can ve done by ſuch Supertours in theſe Caſcs ? unlets 
this: Either that in the things of God, they be very render, and enjoyn no 
ſuch things, as any conſiderable Number of thei Inferiours thus Judge un- 
lawful, (ac leaſt, if rhey Judge them nor by God Cominanded to be done, or 
to be avoided, Or if they Judge it expedient ro Command ſome other things 
for Splendor, or ( as they Judge ) Decency.which the Inferiours cannot judge 
Lawful; Indulge them, who ſo cannor Judge of them, as themſelves do, bur 
verily believing:h:m,from Arguments which appear to them probable, ur-. 
L:wful for them to do; which is our preſent Caſe, For whiles the Superi. 
our in ſuch things as rheſe, infiſterh upon his Authority, he unavoidably for- 
ceth them. to ſin againſt God, who fo Judge them unlawful, yet through ſome 
Fear, or our of fome Temptation of want, or che like, wilt advetiture ro do 
them. Now, no Soul can Juſtifie ir ſelf before God; tn Commanding ano- 
ther to do whar he knows would be fin 79 him, unleſs it would alfo be fin in 
him, not ro Command or force him. And for others who dare AQ, he fox- 
ceth them to ſuffer, in which Caſe, becauſe (their Conſciences fo Judging of 
the things ) they ſhould ſin in doing of them, they muſt ſuffer ro avord ſin- 
aing, which we are ſvre is, (in one lence at leaſt) to ſuffer for Righteouſneſs 

ſake; and tor what they Judge (ro ule Dr. Aſhton's phraſe ) rhe Exerciſe of 
the True Religion; and all Sober Perſons will fo judge in the firſt ſence; and 
whether it he ſo or no, The great day of th? Lord muſt Evidence. Both which 
certainly are Rocks, which all Superiours ought ro avoid, and all Wiſe Ma- 
ſters, and Maſters Mates, in the great Ships of Kingdoms, and Common- 
wealths will avoid, though ſoine leſs adviſed Byat-ſwains, paſſionate Chaplains, 
or ignorant Mariners in thoſe Ships, may clamour, to take rhe Advantape of 
the Wind of Paſſi:n and Revenge, which blows (they think ) 1n cheſe Caſes 
fair for the Advanrage of their private Lucre, bur muſt certainly drive them, 
either upon this S:3/14, or thar Churibdis, Every conſiderate Superiqur will 
Judge the price of Souls purchaſed ivith the Blood of him who was the Son, 
of God, at another rare. Indeed if the Spperjour judgeth the things whichs 
he Commandeth, in their own Nature SerY, and what it is the Will of 
God ( antecedaneous to his Commend) that alf Men ſhould do, whether in- 
deed they be ſo or no. He is alſo tyed to the Peace of his own Conſcience; he 

is Gods Vice-gerent, he muſt Command, and inforce them ;- and che doing of 
what is plain to him, co he the great Creators Will, in his place, muſt be at- 
r-»ded before the danger of any Creatures Souls; and this alone ( where 
| the 


BC + , 
— ae 7 ” 8 3, v-adg , 
8 oY +437 
. ; , + # © 
v x7 A "If q 
: © MG CRATE 7 q : 
= TOY : E us” >, - 
ED 
4 
75 


% 


— _ - —_— 


_— -. _ 
72 Sn Bi. x Y 
- 


- Whether it be Lawful to af Contrary | 


jours Conſcienceis fixed inan Error ) 'neceſlarily cauſeth a Perſe- 


© " Se&.17. This appeareth to us ſoclear both from Scripture,and the Concur- 


rent Judgment of all Proteſtant Divines, for a Mans nit Aﬀing cont rary to the 
Optmon of ys own Conſcience; that we cannot be (o Charicable, bur we muſt 
think, that thoſe Divines who indeed are Proteſtants , and are for the up- 
holding theſe impoſitions, and againſt any Indulgence to thoſe that diſſent becauſe 
of them, andare Authors co Magiſtrates, to inforce the things by Penalties; 


are: &v[oxg]e4rg/ſor Condemned by their own Conſciences. For they cannot 


but know, thar the Diſſenters,chus Opining, muſt fin, ſhould they do the things ; 
and if they Suffer, they muſt Suffer that they might avoid ſinninzg. And for 


the Incerpreration of that, ©* Whar it is for a Superiour, not contrained jn 


© his own Conſcience from the expreſs revealed Will of God, to make his 
{© Inferiours Suffer, becauſe they will not do what they cinnot do, withour 
* rnnving the hazard of their Sovls by wilful finning: We ſhall onely ſay, Ler 
the Interpretation be ro them that hate-our King, andto the Enemies of all 


[Engliſh Nobility or Gentry. 


Se#.18. To Conclude then, this we Judge enough to demonſtrate 


the exceeding Reaſonableneſi, and great Relig:on of a Gracious Liberty; 


which His moſt Sacred Majeſty hath Declared his Willingneſs, and the Pey- 
fefing of which hath once and again been under the Deliberation of the High 
and Honourable Aſſembly of Parliament: as to thoſe, whoſe Suffering by ir is 
obviated, becauſe they cannot do what they Charitably believe their Superi- 
ours would not have wiiled them to do, had chey not Judged them in them- 
ſelves Lawful ; Bur yer themſelves will not lay are neceſſary ( otherwiſe 
than as they are pleaded robe ſo made by their Command ) but they who 
are their Inferiours, do boni fide and ex animo, Judge them Unlawful; and 
that from-Arguments, which they will not call neceſſary, indubirable, and de- 
monftrative ( for they confeſs themſelves nor Infallible ) bur which appear to 
chem very highly probable, ſuch as they cannot Anſwer, norfind Anſwered 
þy others, ſo 8s to give them any SarisfaCtion, 


